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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ) 
versus Criminal Action No. 900-59 
THOMAS E, TRENT, ) | 
Defendant. 


| Filed October 5, 1959] 


| 
INDICTMENT 
The Grand Jury charges: ! 

On or about June 14, 1959, within the District of Columbia, 
Thomas E. Trent did sell, barter, exchange and give away to John T. 
Coursey a narcotic drug, that is, two capsules containing a mixture 
totaling about 130 milligrams of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydro- 
chloride and milk sugar, not in pursuance of a written order, written 
for that purpose, from the said John T. Coursey, as provided by law. 
SECOND COUNT: : 

On or about June 14, 1959, within the District of Galanin 
Thomas E. Trent purchased, sold, dispensed and distributed, not in 
the original stamped package and not from the original stamped pack- 
age, a narcotic drug, that is, two capsules containing a mixture total- 
ing about 130 milligrams of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride 
and milk sugar. This is the same heroin hydrochloride which is men- 
tioned in the first count of this indictment. | 
THIRD COUNT: 

On or about June 14, 1959, within the District of Columbia, 
Thomas E. Trent facilitated the concealment and sale ofa narcotic 
drug, that is, two capsules containing a mixture totaling about 130 
milligrams of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride and milk 
sugar, after said heroin hydrochloride had been imported, with the 
knowledge of Thomas E. Trent, into the United States contrary to law. 


2 
This is the same heroin hydrochloride which is mentioned in the first 
and second counts of this indictment. 
FOURTH COUNT: 

On or about June 22, 1959, within the District of Columbia, 
Thomas E. Trent did sell, barter, exchange and give away to John T. 
Coursey a narcotic drug, that is, four capsules containing a mixture 
totaling about 300 milligrams of heroin hydrochloride and milk sugar, 
not in pursuance of a written order, written for that purpose, from the 
said John T. Coursey, as provided by law. 

FIFTH COUNT: 

On or about June 22, 1959, within the District of Columbia, 
Thomas E. Trent purchased, sold, dispensed and distributed, not in 
the original stamped package and not from the original stamped pack- 
age, a narcotic drug, that is, four capsules containing a mixture 
totaling about 300 milligrams of heroin hydrochloride and milk sugar. 
This is the same heroin hydrochloride which is mentioned in the fourth 
count of this indictment. 

SIXTH COUNT: 

On or about June 22, 1959, within the District of Columbia, 
Thomas E. Trent facilitated the concealment and sale of a narcotic 
drug, that is, four capsules containing a mixture totaling about 300 


milligrams of heroin hydrochloride and milk sugar, after said heroin 
hydrochloride had been imported, with the knowledge of Thomas E. 
Trent, into the United States contrary to law. This is the same heroin 
hydrochloride which is mentioned in the fourth and fifth counts of this 


indictment. 


/s/ Oliver Gasch 
Attorney of the United States in 
and for the District of Columbia 


A TRUE BILL: 


/s/ Henry T. Parrett 
Deputy Foreman. 


| Filed October 5, 1959] 


G. J. No. Orig. ) September G. J. 1959 


. : . Impanelled Aug. 27, 1959 
District of Columbia to wit: Sworn Sept. 1, 1959 


We, the Grand Jurors of the United States of America in and 
for the District aforesaid, upon our oaths to PRESENT Thomas E. 
Trent; Vio. 26 U.S.C. 4705 A, 26 U.S.C. 4704 A and 21 U. s. Cc, 174. 
at the District aforesaid, on the 21 day of September, A. D. 1959. 
/s/ 


Foreman. 


WARRANT FOR ARREST OF DEFENDANT 


To: ANY UNITED STATES MARSHAL OR ANY OTHER AUTHORIZED 
OFFICER | 


You are hereby commanded to arrest Thomas E. Trent and 
bring him forthwith before the United States District Court for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the city of Washington, D.C. to answer to an indict- 
ment charging him with violation of Sections 4704a, 4705a, Title 26, 
U.S. Code, and Section 174, Title 21, U.S. Code. 


HARRY M. HULL 
Clerk 


By /s/ Harold G. Dodd 
October 9, 1959. Deputy Clerk 


RETURN, 
Washington, District of Columbia, ss, October 16, 1959 
Received the within warrant the 9th day of October, 1959, and executed 
same. by arresting Thomas E. Trent. 


/s/ Charles H. Ward, ar. ; 
U.S. Marshal 


By /s/ H. F. 
Demay Marshal 


i 


| Filed October 16, 1959] 
PLEA OF DEFENDANT 

On this 16th day of October, 1959, the defendant Thomas E. 
Trent, appearing in proper person and requests counsel be appointed 
by the Court, which is so ordered, and, being arraigned in open Court 
upon the indictment, the substance of the charge being stated to him, 
pleads not guilty thereto. 

Copy of indictment given to defendant. 

Bench warrant is returned executed. The defendant is com- 
mitted to the District Jail. Commitment issued. 

By direction of 


Matthew F. McGuire 
Presiding Judge 
Criminal Court #2 


HARRY M. HULL, Clerk 


By /s/ H. Dodd 
eputy Clerk 


Present: 

United States Attorney 

By Victor Caputy 
Asst. U.S, Attorney 


eR 


{ Filed November 10, 1959] 


AFFIDAVIT IN SUFPORT OF MOTION 
FOR ISSUANCE OF SUBPOENA 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, to wit: 

I, Thomas'E. Trent, being first duly sworn according to law, 
depose and say that Iam the defendant in the above-entitled cause, and 
in support of the annexed motion, in compliance with the requirements 
of Rule 17(b) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, state as 
follows: 

1. That the names and addresses of the witnesses referred to 
in the annexed motion are: 

Officers Hood and Bonaparte, Metropolitan Police Department. 

Delores Terry, D. C. Jail 

Dorothy Washington, address unknown 


5 
2. That the testimony which he (or they) is expectedto give, 


if subpoenaed, is: 

that Iam not a seller or pusher of narcoticis 

3. That the evidence of the witness or witnesses is material to 
the defense because : 

of my defense of entrapment | 

4. That I cannot safely go to trial without the said witness or 
witnesses. | 

5. That I do not have sufficient means and am actually unable 
to pay the fees of the witness or witnesses. 

/s/ Thomas E. Trent 

[ Jurat] 


U.S. MARSHAL'S RETURN OF SERVICE 
FOR 


THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Case No. CR900-59 
Summoned the within-named by delivering a true copy of subpoena to: 
Name Address How Date 


Dorothy Washington 1722 U St (BA unable to 11/16/59 
contact) 


CHARLES H. WARD, . 
United States Marshal. 


By /s/ Timothy R. Goff. 
Deputy | 


UE EEEEE EEE EERE 


| Filed November 18, 1959] 


AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
FOR ISSUANCE OF SUBPOENA 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, to wit: 
I, Thomas E. Trent, being first duly sworn according to law, 
depose and say that Iam the defendant in the above- entitled cause, 
and in support of the annexed motion, in compliance with the Spe ee 
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ments of Rule 17(b) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, state 
as follows: 

1. That the names and addresses of the witnesses referred to 
in the annexed motion are: 

Rosemarie Hall, 1132 46th St., S.E., Wash., DC 

Thomas Boland, Inmate, Occoquan 

Clementine’ Woods, address unknown at present 


2, That the testimony which he (or they) is expected to give, 


if subpoenaed, is: 

That I was entrapped; that I am not a seller of narcotics. 

3. That the evidence of the witness or witnesses is material 
to the defense because 

my defense to the indictment is entrapment 

4. That I cannot safely go to trial without the said witness or 
witnesses. 

5. That I do not have sufficient means and am actually unable 
to pay the fees of the witness or witnesses. 

/s/ Thomas E. Trent 

[ Jurat] 


U.S. MARSHAL'S RETURN OF SERVICE 
FOR 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


Summoned the within-named by delivering a true copy of subpoena to: 
Name Address How Date 
Dorothy Washington 1722 U St. BA moved Nov. 23, 1959 


CHARLES H. WARD, JR. 
United States Marshal 


By /s/ H. B. McDonald 
Deputy 


| Filed April 15, 1960] ; 
EXCERPTS FROM TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 
The above-entitled matter came on for hearing at 10:00 a.m., 
Monday, December 7, 1959, before THE HONORABLE CHARLES 
F. MC LAUGHLIN, Judge, anda jury. | 
APPEARANCES: 
FOR THE GOVERNMENT: 


ARTHUR J. MC LAUGHLIN, 
Assistant United States Attorney. 


FOR THE DEFENDANT: 
HAROLD ROGERS, ESQ. 
* * ! 
3 JOHN COURSEY | 
was called as a witness by and on behalf of the Government and, having 


been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 


DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: | 

Q. What is your name? A. My name is John Coursey. 

Q. Just talk a little louder, please. Mr. Coursey, you are 
employed where? A. Iam employed by the U.S. Treasury Department. 

Q. And are you assigned to any particular district as a narcotic 
agent? A. Iam assigned to District Number 2, which is the New York 

Office. | 

Q. Now,did there come a time during the month of June of 
1959 that you were employed as a narcotic agent for the Federal 
Bureau of Narcotics? A. Yes, I was. 

Q. And during the month of June of 1959 where were you as- 
signed to? A. I was assigned to the Washington Field ee in Wash- 
ington, D. C. | 

Q. Now, on June the 14th of 1959, were you working as a nar- 
cotic agent for the Federal Bureau of Narcotics? A. Yes, I was. 

Q. And on that particular date of June 14, 1959, did you have 
occasion to go to 1722 U Street, Northwest, in the District of Columbia? 


A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Can you recall what time of the day or night you went to 
those premises? A. It was approximately 4 o'clock in the afternoon. 

Q. Now, prior to June the 14th of 1959, had you been in those 
premises before? A. Yes, I had. 

Q. And would you say a few or many times? A. Many times. 

Q. And prior to June 14th, 1959, did you know the defendant 
here, Mr. Trent? A. Yes, I did. 

@. And prior to June the 14th, had you seen him in those premi- 
ses? A. Yes, I had. 

Q. Had you seen him in those premises a few or many times ? 
A. Many times. 

Q. And during the time that you saw him in those premises, did 
you have an occasion to talk to him? A. Yes, I did. 


Q. And how long would you say prior to June the 14th had you 


occasion to talk to the defendant, Trent, at those premises? A. Well, 
I talked to him the day before. 

Q. Allright. When you talked to him the day before, what 
was the conversation? A. Well, I asked him could I purchase some 

- heroin from him. 

Q. Allright. And what did the defendant say, if anything, at 
that time? A. He told me that he would let me know later. 

Q. All right. And did you see him any more that day? A. No, 
not that day. 

Q. When was the next occasion that you saw the defendant, 
Trent? A. When I went to 1722 U Street in the District of Columbia 
the next day in the afternoon. 

Q. That is on June the 14th, 1959? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And approximately what time would you say that you went 
there? A. Well, I originally went at 4:00 o'clock in the afternoon. 

Q. All right. And when you went at 4:00 o;clock did you see the 
defendant, Trent, there? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with him at that time? 


A. Yes, I did. 

Q. And what was the conversation? A. I asked him again 
would I be able to purchase the heroin that I spoke to him previously 
about. He said, "Later on," to see him later. 

Q. All right. Did you remain in the premises ? A. No, I left. 

Q. All right. And after you left did you have an occasion to 
. go back to those premises on June the 14th? A. Yes, Idid.: 

Q. And approximately what time did you go back? A, About 

6:00 p. m. : 

Q. When you went back did you see the defendant in those 
premises at that time? A. Yes, I did. : 

Q. Did you have any conversation with him at that time ? 

A. Yes, I did. 

Q. And what was the conversation? A. I asked sia it pos- 
sible that I could purchase the heroin that I asked him about previously , 
could I get it now. He said to see him just a SEES bit later. | He said, 
"Wait a while and I will talk to you." | 


Q. All right. Did you remain in the premises? A. Yes, I 


did. 

Q. Didthere come a time when you did talk to the defendant 
further about purchasing narcotics? A. Yes. i 

Q. And when and where and what was said? A. We) were in 
the basement apartment of 1722 U Street. 

Q. Now who lived in that basement, if you know? A. At the 
time, the defendant lived there. 

Q. Allright. What conversation did you have with the defend- 
ant inthe basement? A. Well, he informed me that I would be able 
= : 

@. What did he say? A. He said that he would get it, get the 
narcotics for me, and he would give them to me later. 

Q. Allright. And what did you do at that time when he had 
that conversation with you? A. Well, I stayed in the basement. We 
talked about other subjects. And we said we were going to the store. 
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So we left the residence of 1722 U Street and walked to the front where 
there are two flights of steps. So the defendant told me that he was 
going down to the store. So I said I would walk along with him. We 
walked down to the store, got a soda, and returned to the house. He 
went in the basement. I waited outside. When he came back outside 
I gave him $6.00 in Government funds. 

Q. Allright. And after you gave him the $6.00 what happened? 
A. He told me to walk around the corner and meet him at the corner 
of 18th and T. 

Q. What was the purpose in giving the defendant the $6.00? 
A. It was to purchase heroin, 4 caps of heroin at $1.50 each. 

Q. Allright. And after the defendant took the $6.00 you say he 
left your immediate presence? A. I left him. 

Q. Allright. And where did he go, if you know? A. I do not 

know where he went. 

Q. All right. Did you see him again after that? A. Yes, I 
waiked around the corner and he met me at the corner of 18th and T. 

Q. And that is what section of Washington? A. That is the 
Northwest section of Washington. 

Q. Washington, D. C. ? A. Yes. 

Q. All right. When you met him at 18th and T what happened? 
A. We walked back to the car, to the Government car, that was 
parked in front of 1722 U Street, Northwest. 

Q. All right. And what happened then, if anything? A. Trent 
told me that the heroin was in the front, under the front seat of the car. 


I got in the car and looked under the front seat and couldn't find the 
heroin. So Itold the defendant I couldn't find it. He opened the door 
and looked under the pillow on the front seat and handed ne the two 


caps of heroin. 

Q. Did you have any conversation with him at that time when he 
turned over the two capsules to you? A. No. 

Q. With reference tothem? A. No. 

Q. Ali right. Then what did you do after receiving the two 
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capsules? A. I drove to the corner where I went to a pay station and 


phoned Agent Thompson. 
Q. You did call someone; is that right? A. Yes. 
Q. All right. Now, I will show you Government Exhibit Marked 
for Identification Number 1. 


(Government Exhibit Number 14 was 
marked for identification. ) 


I show you Government Exhibit Marked for Identification Number 1 and 
ask you if you can identify that? A. Yes, I can. | 

Q. You identify Government Exhibit Marked for Identification 
Number 1 as what? A. As the two capsules of heroin that I purchased 
from the defendant. | 

Q. On June the 14th of 1959? A. Yes. 

Q. Now at the time that you gave him the $6.00, or the time 
that you received the two capsules, did you give him any order form 
issued by the Secretary of the Treasury for the purpose of purchasing 
narcotics? A. No, I did not. , | 

Q. And after receiving Government--at the time that you re- 
ceived Government Exhibit Marked for Identification Number 1, did 
they contain any government stamps of any kind on them ? A. No, they 
did not. ! 

Q. Allright. After receiving Government Exhibit 1, the two 
capsules, from the defendant, what did you do with them? a I called 
Agent Thompson and-- 

Q. You talked to an agent, is that right? A. Yes, by telephone. 

Q. Asa result of talking to the agent where did you go or what 
did you do? A. I went to the Washington Field Office and lopked the 
evidence in the safe until the next morning. | 

Q. I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification 
1-A, which is a large brown envelope, and ask you if you can identify 
that? A. Yes, Ican. | 

Q. Allright. Now what did you do, if anything, with Govern- 
ment Exhibit marked for identification Number 1 and Government Ex- 
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hibit marked for identification 1-A? A. I weighed and sealed the evi- 
dence on June 15th in the morning in the presence of Agent Thompson 


and placed the evidence in this glassin envelope. 
12 Q. That is Government Exhibit1? A. Yes. 
Q. You placed 1 in what; 1-A? A. In 1-A and delivered it to 
the U.S. Chemist, William Butler. 
Q. Allright. Is there any difference in Government Exhibit 
1-A today and when you turned it over to Agent Butler? A. Yes, it 


is. It has been opened. 

Q. What? A. It has been opened. 

Q. Was it sealed and all when you turned it over to Butler? 
A. Yes, sir, it was. 

Q. After June the 14th of 1959 did you have occasion to see the 
defendant Trent again after that? A. Yes. 

Q. All right. When was the next occasion that you saw the 
Defendant Trent after June the 14th? A. On July 22d. 

Q. All right. Where did you see him at that time? A. At 
1722 U Street in the basement apartment. 

Q. You say July the 22d? A. June. 

Q. June the 22d? A. Yes. 

13 @. And where did you see him on June the 22d of 1959? A. In 

the basement apartment of 1722 U Street. 

Q. And approximately what time of the day or night did you see 
him? A. It was approximately 9 o'clock in the morning. 

Q. And tell us under what circumstances you saw him there on 
June the 22d? A. I was at 1722 U Street talking to a special employee. 

Q. All right. And what was that, a girl ora man? A. She 
was a female special employee. 

@. What was her name? A. Miss Dorothy Washington. 

Q. All right. And what conversation did you have there with 
the defendant, if any? A. Well, the special employee, she told me-- 

Q. Where was the special employee at that time? A. She 
was in the first floor bedroom apartment. I walked from the basement 
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bedroom apartment to the first floor bedroom apartment. | 
Q. All right. You talked to her, is that right? A. Yes. 
Q. Asa result of talking to her, where did you go or what did 
you do? A. She told me-- | 
14 Q. She told you something. Asa result of what she toldyou 
where did you go or what did you do? A. I stayed in the room. 
Q. After you stayed in the room did you have occasion to see 
the defendant Trent? A. Yes, I-- | 
Q. Under what circumstances did you see Trent? A. Well, 
the special employee informed me that Trent was selling heroin at the 
time and he had his own supply in the basement. So she told me that 
she had ordered four capsules of heroin but she didn't have any 
money to pay the special employee. So she said, 'You pay the special" 
--"You pay the defendant the six dollars for four capsules of heroin 
and take the evidence to the office.' | 
Q. All right. Asa result of that what did you do or where did 
you go? Did you see Trent? A. Trent returnéd to the first bedroom-- 
first floor bedroom apartment and I gave him six dollars in government 
funds. | 
Q. You gave him six dollars for what purpose? A. To pur- 
chase four capsules of heroin. 
Q. And after you gave the defendant the six dollars what did he 
do or where did he go? A. He returned to the basement. | 
Q. Did he leave the premises? A. He didn't leave the premi- 
ses. He left the first floor and went into the basement via the 
stairway between the basement and the first floor. 
Q. All right. And how soon did he return after giving him the 
six dollars? A. Approximately five minutes. 
Q. What happened when the defendant returned-- A, He 
placed-- | 


Q. --to where you were? A. He placed four capsules of 
heroin on a table beside the bed. 
Q. Now I'll show you Government Exhibit Marked for 
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identification. 


(Government Exhibit Number 2 was 
marked for identification. ) 


I show you Government Exhibit marked for identification Num- 
ber 2 and ask you if you can identify that? A. Yes, I can. 

Q. And you identify Government Exhibit marked for identifica- 
tion Number 2 as what? A. The four capsules of heroin that I pur- 
chased from the defendant on June 22d. 

Q. Now at the time that you gave the defendant the six dollars, 
or at the time that he turned over the four caps to you, did you give 
him any order form issued by the Secretary of the Treasury for the 


purpose of purchasing narcotics ? A. No, I did not. 


16 Q. Did the’ four capsules turned over to you by the defendant 
contain any government stamps of any kind? A. No, they did not. 
Q. Now after receiving Government Exhibit marked for 
identification Number 2, what did you do with it? 


(Government Exhibit Number 2-A was 
marked for identification. ) 


A. LItook the evidence to the Washington Field Office. 

Q. All right. What did you do at the Field Office with the evi- 
dence? A. I weighed and sealed the evidence and placed it in this 
glassin envelope and then further placed it-- 

Q. Ishow you Government Exhibit marked for identification 
Number 2-A and ask you if you can identify that? A. Yes. This is 
the evidence envelope. 

Q. All right. Now what did you do with Government Exhibit 2 
in reference to Government Exhibit 2-A? A. I placed Government 
Exhibit 2 into Government Exhibit 2-A and delivered it to the U.S. 
Chemist for analysis. 

Q. All right. And is there any difference in Government 
Exhibit 2-A today than when you turned it over to the chemist ? 

17 A. Yes. It has been opened. 

Q. Was it sealed at the time that you turned it over to him ? 

A. Yes, it was. 


18 
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Q. Now all that you have testified to as happening on June the 
14th and June the 22d of 1959 happened in the District of Columbia; 
is that right? A. Yes, sir. | 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: That is all. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Mr. Coursey, on June the 22d you made the ee you allege 
from the defendant, is that correct? A. Yes. 

Q. What date did you take the evidence to the Field oitice? 
A. The same day. 

Q. Approximately how much time later? How long afterward? 
A. Approximately a half hour. | 

Q. During the period of time that you entered the Field Office 
did you make any other buys there? A. No, I did not. 

Q. None at all? A. No. : 

Q. Were there any other people in the building at the time of 
that sale? A. The second buy? : 

Q.- Yes. A. The special employee. | 

Q. Just she and no others? A. In the first floor, yes. 

Q. How do you know that Trent went to the basement after he 
took your money? A. I saw him go down the stairway. 

Q. You saw him go down the stairway? A. Yes. 

Q. Was Dorothy Washington there when he went down? 
A. Yes, she was in the first floor. 


Q. To your knowledge there was no other person in that build- 


ing? A. To my knowledge, no. 
Q. No knowledge? A. No. 
Q. How long have you been a narcotics agent? A. was com- 
———— 
missioned on 16, 1959. 
Q. How much training did you have in narcotics before you 
were assigned to the Narcotics Squad? 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, Your Honor. It is im- 


material. 
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MR. ROGERS: I think it is material. 

THE COURT: Well, the Court doesn't see the materiality, but 
you may answer the question. 

He may develop it. 

THE WITNESS: I was trained at the Pennsylvania Institute of 
Criminology for two years. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Did that include training in narcotics? A. Yes, it did. 

Q. Then you are familiar with narcotic addicts and their needs, 
are you not? A. Basically. 

Q. How long had you known Trent before June the 14th? A. I 
would say about two weeks. 

Q. Who introduced you to Trent? A. Well, no one actually 


introduced me to Trent. It's a matter of association. 
Q. Isn't it a factthat Dorothy Washington introduced you to 
him? A. When you Say introduced, do you meana formal introduction? 


Q. Any type of introduction. A. The wayI met Trent was 
through association. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: What do you mean by that? 

THE WITNESS: Well, he was in the vicinity where I was, and 

you just meet people that way. You start a conversation with 
them and it is just carried on from there. But as far as anyone saying 
"This ig Thomas Trent" or "This is John Coursey," or whatever name 
I was using at the time, there was no such introduction. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Approximately how many times were you in his company 
before June the 14th? A. Say, four or five maybe. 

Q. Did you ever go out with him in an automobile? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you go out with him on June the 13th? A. No. 

Q. Not atall? A. No. 

Q. What was the last day before June 14th that you were in his 
presence in an automobile? A. Well, I didn't have an automobile 
before June the 14th. I was issued my first government auto the week 
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end of June the 14th. The first time that I took a government automo- 
bile working in Washington, D. C. was June the 14th. | 
Q. June the 14th? A. Yes. 
Q. Did he have an automobile? A. Not that I know of. 
21 Q. When did you first learn that he was an addict? A. I would 
say about--about two weeks before June the 14th. : 
Q. Were you ever in his presence when he took narcotics? 
A. Whenhe used narcotics? ao 
Q. Yes. A. Yes. | 
Q. “About how many times? A. Two, three, maybe. | 
Q. Did you know where he was getting the narcotics from prior 
to June the 14th? A. No, I did not. ies 
@. You had no idea? A. No. | 
Did you ever ask him? A. No. 
Q. Why not? A. It just wasn't the thing to say. 
Q. Well, isn't it a fagt that you were trying to get him to set 
you narcotics? A. Eventually, yes. : | 
Q. What do you mean eventually? A. Wal, it's been! my experi- 
ence that you just don't ask a possible defendant the first time you meet 


him "Can you purchase some narcotics?" So I usually take my time 
22 before I ask. 


Q. Well, isn't it a fact, Officer Coursey, that you were placed 
into this ring in order to break this whole little group up? Isn't that 
the truth? A. Yes. 

Q. But you didn't know who you were going to arrest, did you? 
A. No, I did not. 

Q. Who placed you into this ring? A. I was using the special 
employee under the direction of Agent Thompson, Agent Cockerille, 
Agent Wilson. : 

Q. Did you have many discussions with your informer prior to 
being placed into this ring? A. No, I did not. 

Q. Did you not discuss the members of this group that were 
addicts at all? A. No, I did not. 
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Q. Then you were just placed in there haphazardly; is this the 
answer? A. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Q. In the hope that you could find narcotic pushers, sellers, as 
such? A. Yes. 

Q. But you'weren't concerned with addicts as such, were you? 

A. Unless the addict sold heroin to--well, if he sold heroin he 
is a pusher, and that was my job. 

Q. In your opinion he is a pusher if he sells heroin? A. Yes. 

Q@. Is this the case if he does it for profit or just for his own 
use? A. Well, if he sells it it's a violation of the law, and that is 
what my commission tells me I am supposed to enforce. 

Q. From your own personal knowledge of Trent during this 
two-week period before June the 14th, how many times did he have to 
take heroin? A. That I do not know. 

Q. You have no idea? A. No, I do not. 

Q. Didn't you set yourself up to be around when he had to take 
heroin? A. No. 

Q. How did you set yourself up with Trent in order to eventually 
make a saleonhim? A. I-- 

Q. What was your overall plan with Trent? Would you explain 
to the jury, please? A. Overall plan? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, there is no set plan. You ask when you 
think it's about time, if you think the defendant has heroin and is selling 
and you think that there is a possibility that he might sell it to you, 
that is when you ask him. But there is no such thing as a set plan or 
modus operandi, there isn't. 

Q. There isn't any with these. So you were around there just 


as often as you could be, is that correct? A. Yes. 


Q. And did you make it a point to associate more with Trent 
than with any of the others in this group? A. No. 

Q. Just anyone at all? A. Yes. 

Q. Now on June the 14th he purchased four capsules you testi- 
fied? A. I purchased two capsules. 
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Q. You purchased two from him? A. Yes. 

Q. For sixdollars? A. Yes. 

Q. You also testified that the price per capsule was a dollar 

anda half? A. Yes. | 

Q. Why the difference? A. Well, he gyped me two cauasess 

Q. He gyped you two capsules? A. Yes. 

Q. Isn't it a fact, Officer Coursey, that you had asked ' him to 
buy narcotics for you prior to June the 14th a number of times? 
A. Not a number of times. I may have spoke to him previously about it. 

Q. Approximately how many times? A. Once or twice maybe. 

Q. Well, to your best recollection now would you tell the Court 
the first time you asked him to buy narcotics for you before ame the 
14th? A. Well, I couldn't give the exact date. | 

Q. Approximately, if youcan. A. Well, say, Say the 11th. 

Q. And one time on the 11th. What was his reply to you? 
A. He told me he didn't know whol was. He didn't know raster I 
was a policeman or who. : 

Q. Isn't it a fact that Dorothy Washington told him that ‘alias were 
all right? A. She may have. 

Q. She never did it in your presence? A. In my presence, no. 

Q. Now then, did you also ask him to buy narcotics for you on 
June the 12th? A. Maybe. I don't recall it exactly. | 


Q. You don't recall any of the incidents, do you, of asking him 
to buy narcotics for you prior to June the 14th then? A. I a that 


I asked him a few times before but-- 

Q. Did you offer him money before that? A. Offer him money ? 

Q. Yes, to buy narcotics. Did you ever hand him money and 
say, "Trent, buy me some narcotics. Ineed it"? A. No. | 

Q. Did you ever ask him, "Trent, buy me some narcotics be- 
cause my girl friend, Dorothy Washington, needs it"? A. No. 

Q. To your knowledge wasn't Trent and Dorothy Washington life- 
long friends, that they grew up together? Did you learn this ? A. Well, 
I didn't know that they were life-long friends. I knew Trent was 
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staying there in the apartment. 

Q. You knew that they knew each other very well? A. I knew 
that he knew her, yes. 

Q. And you knew that he knew her was a user? A. Pardon? 

27 Q. You knew that Trent knew that she was a user and is a user, 
did you not? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you not ask Trent to buy four caps of narcotics for six 
dollars, two for you and two for him, your two to go to your girl friend 
Dorothy? A. No. 

Q. This is not a fact? A. No, this is not a fact. 

Q. Did you not insist four or five times prior to June the 14th 
that he buy narcotics for you? A. No, I didnot. Not four or five 
times. 

Q. The day he brought the narcotics for you on June the 14th 
do you know whether or not he was working? Did he have a job? 

A. Idon't think so, no. 

Q. Don't you know? A. I don't think so. 

Q. Do you know whether or not he had any money on him? 

A. He must have had some. He went to the store with me. We bought 
a soda. 

Q. Isn't it a fact that you and he went to the store, you drove 
him so that he could do some shoplifting? A. No. 

Q. Never? A. No. 

Q. There was no girls present? A. No. 

Q. How many times again now--you mentioned one time that he 
refused to buy narcotics for you prior to June the 14th? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: No, he never said he refused to buy them. 

MR. ROGERS: Yes, prior he said he didn't know whether he 
was a police officer. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: No, he didn't refuse. 

THE COURT: Well, the characterization is not evidence. It is 
testimony before the jury. The characterization or restatement of the 


evidence by counsel for the defendant is not evidence. The jury has 
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heard the testimony and the jury is to draw its conclusions from what 

took place. | 

Try to frame your questions in accordance with the testimony. 

Proceed with the question. 

MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Now Mr. Coursey, the day he made the buy for you on 
June the 14th, was it the arrangement between you two that he would 
put the narcotics in your car? A. There was no prearrangement. 

29 Defendant--you keep saying the day that he made the buy for 
me. There is a little difference there. I made a purchase of heroin 
from him. 

Q. You made a purchase of heroinfrom him? A. Yes. 

Q. You just testified that he made a buy for you, Officer 
Coursey. A. I did not say he made a buy for me. I purchased heroin 
from him. | 

Q. What was the purpose of your making a buy from him ? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: He didn't say that , Your Honor. 

MR. ROGERS: Well, I'm asking him-- 


MR. McLAUGHLIN: Well, I object to the language. He said he 
made a purchase. 
BY MR. ROGERS: 
Q. What was the purpose of you making a purchase from him 
of heroin? A. To be used as evidence to prove that the defendant was 


selling heroin. 

Q. Now you testified that you went to 1722 at approximately 
4p.m. on June the 14th? A. Yes. | 

Q. But that you didn't obtain heroin until approximately 8 or 9 
o'clock in the evening? A. Yes. | 

30 Q. How did you learn that the heroin was going to be in your 

car? A. Trent informed me as we walked back from the corner of 
18th and T, Northwest, where he told me to meet him. | 

Q. Now during this period of time, or during this--this 
day, Trent was living in the basement of 1722 U Street? A. Yes, as 
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far as I know. 


Q. Have you ever been in that basement? A. Yes. 


Q. Is there anybody else living there? A. There was a woman 
living with Trent at the time. 

Q. Who was? Do you know who it was? A. Well, at the time 
I didn't know her name, but now I do. 

Q. What is it? A. Delores Terry. 

Q. Did you spend any time down in that basement? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you ever see any evidence of narcotics or any other 
paraphanalia of narcotics-- A. Yes. 

Q. --down there? What type of paraphanalia did you see? 

A. Well, the regular injection paraphanalia, eye dropper with needle, 
maybe a bottle cap with cotton, which is used as a cooker. 

Q. Just the standard equipment of an addict, is it not? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you have occasion to sort of inspect that apartment 
downstairs to determine whether or not narcotics was being packaged 
for sale? A. Would you repeat the question, please ? 

Q. Did you have occasion to browse through this apartment 
and just look around as such in your capacity as an agent? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you ever see any evidence that would indicate to you that 
narcotics were being broken down as such for resale purposes? 

Did you ever see any such paraphanalia? A. Well, it's accord- 
ing to how the paraphanalia is used. Well, it's in a prearranged shape. 

Q. You're not answering the question. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Wait a minute. Let him answer. 

THE COURT: Do you understand the question? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, I understand the question, but there are 
standard household equipment that can be used to, as you Say, cut 
heroin, and it could be in its original shape and twisted back in its 
original shape. For the sake of cutting heroin it could be a hanger and 
a woman's stocking that they use to strain it with, and this could be in 

any household. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 
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Q. Did you see any paraphanalia now that could be used for 


breaking down, as you call it, of narcotics for resale? A. Yes. 

Q. Did they have a kitchen down in that basement ? A. Yes. 

Q. Isn't it a fact that when you use paraphanalia to break down 
heroin that the pots turn black? A. I don't know. That is--I don't 
know. | 
Q. You never saw any black pots then, did you? A. No. 
Q. Now Officer Coursey, I would like to go back for a moment 
and ask you about the sale that Trent made to you. 

You testified now that the reason you asked him to sell narcotics 
to you was so that you could use it as evidence against him as a seller; 
is that correct? A. Yes. | 

Q. Didn't you also testify that he was reluctant to sell to you 
because he didn't know you? A. Yes. | 

Q. Isn't it a fact in groups of this type, or groups of addicts, 
Officer Coursey, that they don't welcome outsiders unless they are users 
themselves? A. The majority of the time, yes. | 
33 Q. How did you avoid that? A. Well, I told them that I was 

buying for someone else. 

Q. Who? A. Itold them I had a girl friend on the other side of 
town. I think I told the defendant I had a girl friend on Shepard Street. 

Q. How many times did you have to tell him this before he took 
your money? A. Twice. | 

Q. No more than twice? And how many times did he refuse 
your money before the June 22d transaction? A. Oh, I had never 
offered him any before that. | 

Q. How about June the 14th? A. Inever offered him--the 
only time I offered him money was when he told me that he would ac- 
quire the heroin. That was on June the 14th. : 

Q. Ididn't hear your answer, Officer Coursey. A. iI said the 
only time that I offered him the money was when he told me that he 
would get the heroin. That was on June the 14th. 

Q. Oh. In other words now, you testified that you made the 
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arrangement first before the money passed; is this correct? A. Yes. 


34 Q. So that you never offered him money prior to June the 14th 
that he was able to refuse? A. Now we just talked about the sale. 

Q. Now, Officer Coursey, what did he do with the two caps from 
the six dollar purchase on June the 14th? Do you know? A. What 
did-- 

Q. What did he do with the two caps that he kept? A. Well, 
for all I know he had more than two caps. I don't even know if he had 
two caps. 

Q. Then you don't know if he bought two or four caps? A. It 
is not my knowledge whether he bought it then or had it in his posses- 
sion when I gave him the money. 

Q. I didn’t ask you that, Officer Coursey. You don't know 
what he did do other than that you received two caps of heroin for six 
doliars-- A. That is what I-- 

Q. --when you should have receivedfour? A. Yes. 

Q. Isn't it a fact, Officer Coursey, from your background and 
experience that if one addict cheats another addict from heroin they 
will kill for it? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. 

MR. ROGERS: I think it is pertinent, if Your Honor please. 

35 MR. McLAUGHLIN: It is perfectly improper. In fact, it is 
not true in the first place. 

THE COURT: Well, I think it is rather broad-- 

MR. ROGERS: I would like-- 

THE COURT: There would be very liftle opportunity for the 
Government to cross examine on the situation there. 

The objection is sustained. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Officer Coursey, did Trent ever approach you to sell you 
narcotics of any kind? Yes, or no? A. Did he approach--no, he 
never approached me. 

Q. You made the approaches at all times, did you not? A. Yes. 
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Q. Now, Officer Coursey, June 22d--the incident on June 22d, 
Dorothy Washington was living on the first floor of 1722 U, Northwest, 
was she not? A. Yes. 
Q. Who was living with her then, do you know? A. Her com- 
mon law husband, I believe. ae 
Do you know his name? A. Alex Kress, I think it is. 
. Was he home during the time? A. No, he wasn't, 
And Trent and Delores Terry were living in the basement ? 
Yes. | 
Now then, to your knowledge is Delores Terry an addict ? 


To your knowledge she is in jail now, isn't she? A. Yes. 
To your knowledge is Alex Kress an addict? A. No, he 


He is not? A. No. | 

THE COURT: What was the name? The Court didn't t hear it. 

MR. ROGERS: I don't know, if Your Honor please. I didn't ask 
the defendant to spell his name. 

Would you spell his name, please? 

THE WITNESS: A-l-e-x K-r-e-s-s. 

THE COURT: Is he under-- 

MR. ROGERS: No, if Your Honor please. I asked him this 
question and he responded that he was living with Dorothy Washington 
where this incident took place. | 

THE COURT: Proceed. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Before you made any buys on Trent did you check his rec- 
ord? A. No, I did not. 

37 Q. Not atall? A. No. 

Q. Do you check the record of any person that you are investi- 

gating? A. Sometimes. | 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. 
He said he didn't check it. That answers the question. | 
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BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q@. Did you know that Trent was ina hospital in April in the 
D.C. General Hospital? Had that come to your attention? A. No. 

Q. You did not know about that? A. No. 

Q. Did you not know that he had been in Lexington prior thereto? 
A. No, I didn't. 

Q. You're familiar with the fact that Trent has been in jail 
since July on narcotics vagrancy, are you not? A. Yes. 

Q. To your knowledge who was the complaining witness against 
him in that case? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, Your Honor. It is imma- 

terial as far as this witness is concerned. 

THE COURT: That wouldn't seem to be material. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. How soon after you became associated with this group of 
addicts, or whatever they were, did you first determine that Trent was 


a seller and not an ordinary addict? A. Well, several times--no-- 


repeat the question. 

Q. How soon after you became associated with this group of 
individuals did you learn that Trent was a seller rather than an ordinary 
addict? A. Well, I was working on the group prior to Trent taking up 
residence at 1722 U Street. 

Q. You had been working on the case? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, would you answer the question, please? A. Well, 
you said when I entered the group. 

Q. Yes. A. Well, I was there already, and then Trent came. 

Q. In other words, you were in this group before Trent came 
into the picture? A. Yes. 

Q. How long had you been working with this group before Trent 
came into the picture? A. About a month. 

Q. Then actually you came down from New York much before 

July, did you not? A. Icame down in March. 

Q. Are you sure you did not meet Trent before June, 1959? 


27 
A. No, I didn't. 

Q. Did you ever talk to Trent as to where he had been prior to 
coming into this group? A. As to where he had been? 

Q. Yes. A. No. apy 

Q. Was there a Thomas Boland in this group to your knowledge? 
A. The name--I don't know. 

Q. You don't know? A. No. 

Q. Was there any other person present prior to June the 14th 
when you dealt with Trent trying to make a buy from him? A. 'Yes. 

Q. Who, besides Dorothy Washington? A. Delores Terry. 

Q. Anyone else? A. Well, occasionally they--well, Isaw him 
one time. It was a colored male approximately, oh, 22 or 23. | He had 
a bald head; he didn't have any hair on his head. He was shaved clean. 
About 160 pounds, about five foot-eight, or something. | 

Q. You don't know his name? A. No. 

Q. You don't know the names of any of the other persons other 
than Dorothy Washington, Delores Terry, Alex Kress, or the defendant 
Trent? A. I don't understand what you mean now. ! 

Q. Do you know the names of any other persons in that group, 
and if so, was one of them Thomas Boland? A. No, I do not know 
Thomas Boland. 


Q. Was one of them James Morgan? A. I don't know his nane 


either. 
Q. Now, Officer Coursey, on June 14th then the sum six 
dollars changed hands? A. Yes. 
Q. For which you received two caps of heroin? A. Yes. 
Q. From Trent? On June the 22d how much money changed 
hands? A. Six dollars. | 
Six dollars? A. Yes. 
Exactly? A. Yes. 
Did you mark the money? A. No, I did not. 
Q. Why not? A. Well, it's customary to mark the money on 
the last purchase when you plan to arrest. It's not customary 
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to do it otherwise. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Keep your voice up. 

THE WITNESS: It's not customary to do it any otherwise. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Did you mark it for any of the other persons in that group 
for whom you, I assume, arrested later? A. No, I don't think I did; 
no. 

Q. Isn't it aifact, Officer, Coursey, that on June 22d you gave 
the money to Dorothy Washington who in turn allegedly gave it to the 
defendant Trent? A. No, that is not true. 

Q. You gave the money personally to Trent? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. And it was six dollars and not nine dollars? A. It was 
six dollars. 

Q. Forthe four caps? A. Yes. 

Q. Then there was no arrangement between you and he so that 
he could have some heroin for this that he got to you? A. No. 

42 Q. What does a cap cost ordinarily to your knowledge? A. A 
dollar and a half. 

Q. When did you first learn that he was mixing or breaking up 
heroin in his basement apartment? A. I never did. 

Q. You testified earlier that Dorothy Washington advised you 
that he had some heroin that he was selling, did you not? A. Yes. 

Q. What day was that on? A. It was on July 22d. 

Q. What were you--what was your reaction to that? A. I told 
her I would like to make a buy if he had heroin to sell. 

THE COURT: July 22d? 

THE WITNESS: June 22d. I'm sorry. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Who arranged to buy? A. Dorothy Washington. 

Q. But you gave the money direct to Trent? A. Yes. 

Q. How did she arrange it? A. Well, she told Trent she 
wanted four capsules and to get the money from me. 


43 @. That she wanted four capsules and to get the money from 
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you? A. Yes. 

Q. Did she go downstairs to tell him this? A. No. 

Q. How did she convey it to him? A. Trent came upstairs to 
the first floor bedroom. | 

Q. And what happened thereafter? A. I gave the money to 
Trent, the six dollars in government funds. He took the money and 
returned to the basement, and approximately five minutes he returned, 
placed four capsules on the table beside the bed and left the room. 

Q. Now in the course of your training, Officer COULEEYp do 
you learn how this thing, narcotics or heroin, is broken down and mixed 
with whatever it is mixed with for resale? A. Yes. 

Q. Does it require any special training to do that? A. No. 

Q. Not at all? A. No. | 

Q. What type measurements do you use? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. 

THE COURT: He may answer. 


MR. McLAUGHLIN: He is not testifying as an Seen 
THE COURT: If he knows he may answer. 


THE WITNESS: Spoons. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Ordinary table--tea, or-- A. Tea spoons. | 

Q. How long does it take to break down this stuff and ee it into 
caps? A. It's according to how much you have. 

Q. What do you mean by that, Officer Coursey? A. ee 
according--well, if you buy an ounce it will take you longer than it will 


if you bought a half ounce. | 
Q. Well, take a half ounce. How long would it take ; break 
it up into caps ? 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please 
MR. ROGERS: If you know? 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: It depends upon who the individual is and-- 
THE COURT: It is based upon a hypothetical situation that is 
not developed in the testimony. There is no evidence of a half ounce. 
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MR. ROGERS: All right. 

THE COURT: Objection sustained. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Officer Coursey, at any time after the heroin, the caps, 
were delivered to you, did you have occasion to go down to that base- 
ment? A. After the capsules were delivered to me? 

Q. Yes. A. No. 

Q. Prior to that you had been down in that basement, had you 
not? A. Yes. 

@. And you had never seen any evidence of, other than addicts’ 
paraphanalia; is that correct? A. Yes, that is correct. 

Q. Officer Coursey, why did you not at that moment arrest the 
defendant? A. Because I was still engaged in undercover investiga- 
tion, and I would render myself useless to the Washington Field Office 
if I had arrested him at that time. 

Q. At that moment were you--was Delores Terry under sur- 
veillance? A. I don't understand what you mean, at that moment. 

Q. At the time--on July the 22d was she under surveillance ? 
A. No. 

Q. Then what were you afraid of if there is nobody else in 

those premises? A. Well, it doesn't--a person doesn't have 
to see you arrest someone. But after a person is arrested they pass 
the word out and it still renders a person--an officer useless as far 
as undercover work is concerned. 

MR. ROGERS: Will Your Honor indulge me a moment? 

That is all, Your Honor. 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. You say as far as making an arrest. Did you receive those 
instructions from your superiors not to make an arrest while acting 
as an undercover agent? A. Yes. 


Q. Now you were asked questions about whether or not during 


the time that you were in these premises and during the time that you 
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saw Trent in those premises, as to whether or not there was anything 
that would indicate to you that the narcotic traffic was going on in those 
premises. 

Now, on any of those occasions when you went in those Bia tk 
and while in those premises, did you ever see Trent make a sale to 
anyone else? A. Yes. | 

Q. All right. When did you see Trent make a sale to someone 
else in those premises? A. I think it was June the 13th or June the 
12th, | 

Q. And did you see him make a sale to one or more than one 


person? A. It was a group. But I--I watched him sell to one, but I 
think there was, I think three. | 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: I believe that is all. 
RECROSS EXAMINATION 
BY MR. ROGERS: 
Q. To whom did he make this sale? A. Well, I--I can remem- 


ber one addict in the group by an alias, a nickname. 

Q. What was the nickname? A. Little Butch. 

Q. Little Butch? A. Yes. 

Q. You were in this group when he made this sale? A. Iwas. 
in the room, yes. | 

Q. How much money changed hands, do you know? A. The 
money didn't change hands while I was in the room. It was this way: 
They came to the house. They talked to Trent. Trent left with them; 
left them on the corner of 17th and U. He walked on down the street, 
then he came back, walked directly to the house. They followed him 
into the house, and they proceeded to inject the heroin. 

Q. They proceeded to inject heroin? A. Yes. 

Q. Then you didn't see him make a sale actually, did you? 
A. I saw him give the narcotics to them. Well, if he didn't sell 
them he gave them away. We'll put it that way. 

Q. This was the day before? A. Either the day--either the 
day before or two days before. . 
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Q. And this was what put you onto Trent to make a buy; is 
that it? A. Not necessarily; no. 

Q. Did you have occasion to arrest any of that group for any 
reason? A. No. 

Q. Never did? A. No. 

Q. Did you arrest anybody in that group other than Trent? 

A. Inthat group? No. 

Q. You didn't arrest Dorothy Washington, did you? A. No. 

Q. So the only person out of that group was Thomas Trent? 
A. Yes. 

MR. ROGERS: That is all the questions I have. 

* * 3K * 

57 AT THE BENCH: 

58 MR. ROGERS: If your Honor please, I will make the motion at 
this time to dismiss the indictment against the defendant. I have a 
number of reasons for making it. First I will say this: 

Your Honor will notice from the file, from the Court jacket here, 
that these alleged purchases were made in June, 1959. The indictment 
was not returned until the early part of October, 1959. 

Now with this type of background and the time element involved 
here, and, of course, the peculiar circumstances, the defendant being 
a user, an admitted user by the Narcotics Agent; that his witnesses, 
all of the people involved in this type of activity are unavailable to him. 
We have a few witnesses; very few, however. Actually, the only out- 
side witness that we could get here for the trial today is his grand- 
mother, who is located in this city, and she appears here today to testify. 

Our other witnesses that we have are in jail. We have two; the 
girl, and we have a man whose name I have mentioned at the trial, 
Thomas Boland. Our other witnesses whom the defendant indicates 


very plainly and positively would help him in his defense here by way 


of the fact that they were present at all times when the Agent Coursey 
was associated with this group of narcotic addicts, they are not avail- 
able. They just won't show up. We can't find them. 
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One of the key witnesses, Dorothy Washington, whose name was 
mentioned here as a special employee or informer, as the case might 
be, and is the person who brought the agent into this group, she is 
in this city but she cannot be served to come in here as a ness? and 
the Government didn't bring her in here as a witness. 

She would be a key witness to this. And I say this to Your 
Honor, that she is probably afraid to come in as a witness. iShe did 
come to the grandmother's house. | 

THE COURT: How do you know she-- 

MR. ROGERS: Pardon? 

THE COURT: How do you know she is in the city? 

MR. ROGERS: Because the grandmother told me she had been 
in to see her on November the 27th. She came past the grandmother's 
house and they talked, not so much about Trent himself, but pace the 
whole situation, about her being an informer. 

THE COURT: Did you get the information from the grandmother 
that she was in this city? 

MR. ROGERS: She doesn't know. She is using another name 
around town. But she is available to the Police Department. 

THE COURT: Your point is that you are seeking a dismissal 
for the reason that the defense is not accorded a speedy trial, is that it? 

MR. ROGERS: That is one point, if Your Honor please. I 
talked about other witnesses in this case too. I say the only two other 
witnesses, and they are bad witnesses naturally because they are in 
jail; they are in the cell block and they will testify here but their testi- 
mony naturally will be looked at with a sort of--askance by the jury, 
because they are prisoners and they are going to testify in his behalf 
insofar as the entrapment is concerned. 

Coursey tried to make buys from this boy and didn't make any 
buys until such time as he was in such a bad physical condition that he 
had to buy from him. But their testimony is not as strong as a person 
on the street would be. It can't be. 


So I have a list of witnesses. By Rule 17 we would glee a number 
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of witnesses. A girl's name begins with Clementine. There is one 


witness. We can't get her. Dorothy Washington is in jail. I have the 
police officers. 

THE COURT: You say Dorothy Washington is in jail? 

MR. ROGERS: No, Delores Terry. I have her here. Dorothy 
Washington-- 

THE COURT: You have already spoken of her. 

MR. ROGERS: Yes. Now on the later Rule 17-B, I have two 
girls; a Clementine Wood, I believe her name is, and Rosemarie Bell. 
That is it, if Your Honor please. 

THE COURT: Rosemarie Hall? 

MR. ROGERS: Rosemarie Hall. But I have been unable to 
serve her. We can’t find her and the Constantine Wood, but they are 
around here. 

THE COURT: What have you got to say about this? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Well, the Government is perfectly within 
its right as far as speedy trial. We have given him a speedy trial after 
his indictment, if Your Honor please. It is within the statutory period 
of time. 

THE COURT: When was he indicted? 

MR. ROGERS: In October. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: In October. This agent is acting as an 
undercover agent and naturally we don't make arrests because of ex- 
posing the agent. As far as speedy trial is concerned, this defendant 
got a speedy trial after the indictment. As long as we indict within 
the statutory period we are on safe grounds. 

MR. ROGERS: He testified today he made no other arrests 
there, none at all, and he worked on other matters along with this. 
And in this type of case, I'm sure Your Honor is familiar with the 
everyday workings of this class of people, and these people are movers; 
they shift around. They are afraid and they hide. They stay away. 

And so aS I say, under the Provoo case-- 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: What case? 


35 | 
MR. ROGERS: The Provoo case, U.S. vs. Provoo--a speedy 
indictment comes under the general topic of a speedy trial. If 
he doesn't get a speedy--the basic point and the important point is that 
if he loses witnesses or evidence by virture of some activity, ‘of the 
Government, then he is entitled to consideration by the Court, and in 
this case he has lost some witnesses without question just from the 
basic facts involved here, the type of people involved here, he has 


lost some witnesses which could testify in his behalf. 

THE COURT: When was he arrested? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: He was arrested in Police Court, I under- 
stand, under the Uniform Drug Act. I think he was down there when 


the indictment was returned. 

THE COURT: How long had he beenthere? How long had he-- 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: He had just been sent down there, I think, 
Your Honor. | 

MR. ROGERS: If Your Honor please, these incidents 
allegedly occurred in June, or about July the 7th he appeared in Police 
Court as a result of his being acquainted with premises 1722 U Street, 
Northwest, and charged with narcotics vagrancy and committed for 
180 days, and he was serving this term, you see, until he was brought 
up for arraignment on this charge here. | 

Now, if Your Honor please, that is one of the contentions. 

THE COURT: Yes. All right. I have your point on that. 

MR. ROGERS: I make the other contention about the entrap- 
ment, if Your Honor please. 

Now the agent who is the key witness, of course, has testified 
very plainly that he worked with Trent for some time; that he did try 
to make a couple of buys from Trent before Trent finally Bonet or 
sold to the agent. 

Now I say this, if Your Honor please: Consider the | background 
of the defendant brought out from the Government witness. © ‘He is an 
addict, a confirmed addict, has been one; all of the people around him 
are addicts; Dorothy Washington, Delores Terry, the whole 


36 
group are addicts. 
Here is a defendant, an addict, around this place and here is an 
agent who comes into this picture and by his testimony admits that he 


tried to get the defendant to buy for him or to sell to him, whatever 

the case might be, a number of times before Trent finally made a buy. 
And there is that one question, if Your Honor please, that the agent said 
he was gyped out of two caps of heroin by the defendant; that he contin- 
ued to work with the defendant. And if that were the case, if he were 
gyped he should have stopped at that moment and would have normally 


and proceeded to an indictment against the defendant or held off and 
stayed away from him. 

But he didn't. He continued to be in the presence of this defend- 

ant. And the defendant stated here--I asked the agent on cross 
as to wasn’t it a fact that he gave six dollars, a dollar and a half for a 
cap for four caps. He admitted to the six dollars. 

THE COURT: Your contention is that he purchased the four and 
kept two? 

MR. ROGERS: Yes, as the agreement. AndIsay this: With an 
addict in need of heroin daily, a number of times daily, who has stolen 
and who has been in jail, and he is in jail now for narcotics, I say this: 
under the Sorrels case, if the design is on the part of the Government 
to have a formerly innocent person do something that he doesn't norm- 
ally, that it is entrapment as a matter of law. And along with the 
testimony concerning the missing informer here, Dorothy Washington, 
who is not in court today, the Government hasn't produced her, who 
made the arrangements with the agent--this is for the July 22d incident 
--she is not here. ' And the defendant testifies to six dollars that Wash- 
ington arranged with Coursey; said that Trent has narcotics and the 
whole transaction was, you give him six dollars and give her four caps. 
And she is not in court. 

So I think that the design, the intent of this matter, the overall 
purpose by the government agent here, from his own testimony, indi- 
cates entrapment as a matter of law. 
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THE COURT: Well, I will hear what the Government has to say. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: This agent testified that he had seen this 
man either sell or give away narcotics before. That in itself would 
indicate that he was dealing in it and not entrapment. In other words, 
he had a predisposition to negotiate. ! 

THE COURT: The Court's view of the matter is that it would 
only sustain a motion on the basis of entrapment if the matter were such 
under the record that there could be no question to submit to the jury. 

If there is any question of fact to submit to the jury the Court 
feels it is its duty and responsibility to submit that question of fact to 
the jury, and that is the governing criterion. | 

And so far as the return of the indictment is concerned, the 
Court would say that you have made your point on it, and if the Circuit 
Court of Appeals is going to say that four months under these circum- 
stances is too long a time to elapse before indictment, then the Court 
would be bound by it, but the Court itself would not make any such 
ruling under the circumstances. | 

So the Court feels that it should overrule the motion | on both 
counts, or on both points, and on the second, the entrapment--of course, 
the first one is a legal proposition, but the second is also a legal 
proposition but it requires a factual determination and the Court will 

instruct the jury fully on entrapment. And if counsel has a 
specific instruction--counsel for defendant has a specific instruction or 
detailed instruction on entrapment, the Court will consider it. 

But the Court feels that the motion is in the record. |The 


Defendant's point is in the record and the Court will overrule the mo- 


tion, and counsel may proceed with the defense. 
END BENCH CONFERENCE 
MR. ROGERS: Call Thomas Trent, the defendant. 
Thereupon, 
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THOMAS E. TRENT 
was Called by the defense and, having been first duly sworn by the 
deputy clerk, took the stand, was examined and testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Now Thomas, keep your voice up so everybody can hear 
you. All the members of the jury should hear you and the people sitting 
in the court room should be able to hear you. 

Can you do that? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. What is your full name? A. Thomas E. Trent. 

Q. And where are you living? A. I'm living at 2234 12th 

Place, Northwest. 

Q. Is that your home address? A. That's my home address. 

Q. But you're not at home though, are you? A. I'm living at 
the D.C. Jail. 

How long have you been at D.C. Jail? A. Since July 8th. 
This year? A. Yes. 
Why are you there? A. For narcotics vagrancy. 

. Narcotics vagrancy? A. Yes. 


For how long? A. For a hundred and eighty days. 


. Now Tom, you heard Officer Coursey testify here and I 

want you--I want to bring you right up to the month of June of this year. 

Now in June of this year were you an addict ? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. To what? A. I had to have-- 

Q. Speak loudly now. A. I had to have heroin about three 
times a day. : 

Q. How long had you been addicted to narcotics as of June now? 

68 A. Thad been addicted about a month. I started using narcotics-- 

THE COURT: Just a moment. 

THE WITNESS: --again in May. 

THE COURT: Your voice is low. The reporter can't hear you. 
Bear in mind the necessity of keeping your voice up so everybody can 
hear you, so all the Ladies and Gentlemen sitting in the jury box and 
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your counsel and counsel for the Government. Please keep your voice 
up. Speak clearly and distinctly. : 

Proceed. | 

THE WITNESS: I started-- 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Now you say you were addicted for about a month as of June ? 
A. Yes. 

Q. That would be during the month of perhaps May? KM Yes. 

Q. What happened in the month of April then? A. Well, I was-- 


I had a job during the month of April working at the Black Saddle Restau- 


rant. 

Q. Where? A. The Black Saddle Restaurant. 

Q. What were you doing there? A. Washing dishes. | 

69 @. Were you in the hospital in May? A. I just--that is when I 

got out the hospital I had this job, and-- | 

Q. Tom, I want you to speak so I can hear you back here. 

Q. What hospital were you in? A. D.C. General. 

Q. What were you there for? A. Rehabilitation of being a drug 
addict. 


Q. Who put youthere? A. Officer Hood and Bonapast of the 
Narcotics Squad. 


Q. Metropolitan Police Department? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Now when you came out you were no longer an addict ? ? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. And you went back to Narcotics in May or June? A. May. 

Q. And the narcotic was heroin? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who got you back on narcotics? A. Informer mentioned 
in this case. She kept telling me to come-- | 

Q. Who was it? A. Dorothy Washington. 

70 Q. Was she your girlfriend? A. She had been a iii of 

mine for years. 

Q. Now how did she get you back on? A. She would. give me 
stuff. She would give me narcotics when we--she had them, and I just 
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started venturing back into it. 

Q. Were you living with her? A. She had asked me to come 
and stay with her. 

Q. Didyou? A. Yes. 

Q. Did you actually stay with her or-- A. No. She asked me 
to come and stay. She had a room down in the basement that I could 
stay there if I would like. 

Q. And you did stay there? A. Yes. 

Q. When did you first meet Officer Coursey? A. I met Officer 
Coursey one day she was with--he was with Dorothy Washington. 

Q. Do you remember when that was, about when it was? A. It 
was about the month of May. 

Q. Where were you living before you went to live with Dorothy 
Washington? A. With my grandmother. 

Q. How--what were the circumstances surrounding your meet- 
ing with Coursey? A. The way I met him, he said that somebody done 

71 ran off with his money, supposed to went to get him some nar- 
cotics. The fellow's name was Cheeko. 

Q. Goahead. A. And he was with Dorothy Washington at the 
time. 

Q. Where did this meeting take place, this first one? A. 14th 
and U. 

Q. Onthe street? A. Yes. 

Q. How often thereafter did you see Coursey? A. After I 
started staying back with Dorothy Washington I seen him regularly. 

He would come in mostly, at least about two times a day. 

Q. To see Dorothy, or you? A. To see Dorothy. 

Q. What did Dorothy tell you about him? A. She say that, 
that he was her man. 

Q. He washer man? A. Yes. 

Q. What didthat mean to you? A. Well, they, they--other 
words, they was--they had eyes for one another, that's all I could say. 

Q. When did Coursey first ask you to buy narcotics for him? 
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A. Oh, it was, it was quite a few times. I couldn't say, say when was 


the date it was. ButI know it was quite a few times. 

Q. Did you spend much time in Coursey's company ? A. No. 
It would be always on--on his own. 

Q. Well, Coursey testified--you heard him--that he knew you 
to be an addict. How did he know you were an addict? A. He seen me 
use it. ! 

Q. Where? Downstairs or upstairs in 1722 U Street? 

A. Downstairs in the basement. ; 

Q. About how many times was he downstairs in that basement 
apartment of yours? A. He came down quite often. I couldn't say 
how many times. } 

Q. Was it once a day or twice a day, or every second cal or 
what? A. I'd say about once a day. 

Q. And he saw you actually take the heroin? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Who else was living in that--at 1722 U Street, Northwest, 
besides yourself and Dorothy? A. It was some more people rooming 
in the house. 

Q. About how many? A. I'd say about four. | 

Q. Well, Dorothy--Delores Terry was one, wasn 't she? 

A. Yes. She was staying with me. 

Q. But Coursey didn't live there, did he? A. No, sir. 

Q. Now on June the 14th did you finally make a buy for Coursey ? 
A. Yes. After he-- | 

Q. Did you make a buy for Coursey on June the 14th? A. Yes, 

I did. | 
Q. Do you remember approximately the time you made it? 
A. It was somewhere in the--it was after dark. 

THE COURT: What was the date you mentioned? 

MR. ROGERS: June the 14th, if your Honor please : 

THE COURT: Yes. | 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. It was after dark? A. Yes, sir. 
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Q. What was the arrangement between you and he for that buy ? 
A. He.-told me if I could get any, his girl was sick and if I could buy 


some narcotics it would be two for myself and two for the girl. 


Q. And did'you have narcotics--did you have heroin in your 
possession at that time? A. No, I didn't. 

Q. Have you ever had heroin in your possession for sale ? 

A. Only when I wanted to use it. Not for sale. 

Q. Just for yourself? A. Yes. 

Q. Now how soon before that time did he ask--before June the 
14th did he ask you to make the buy for him? 

Did he ask you to make a buy on June the 13th? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Let him answer it, Your Honor. I think he 
is leading too much. 

THE COURT: Just answer the question. 

Do you understand the question? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, I understand, but I, I couldn't say what 
day it was or the time, but he have asked me. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. But he didask you? A. Yes. 

Q. Did he ask you more than once? A. Yes, he did. 

Q. How many times would you say he asked you to make a buy 
for him? A. I'd say about four times. 

Q. Did he offer you money when he asked you to make a buy ? 
4A. No, he didn't. 

Q. What did he do? A. He say that he was a dealer from Rich- 
mond, Virginia, and if I could get him some, to buy it for him, and he 

15 also stated that Dorothy Washington had been supplying him with 

it to take back to Richmond to sell. 

Q. Why did you refuse to buy? A. At the time I had, I had 
money in my possession and I had my use of narcotics. 

Q. Why did you buy for him on June the 14th? A. Because I 
didn't have no money and he offered me the two pills, the two capsules 
if I would get him some and I needed the narcotics most at that time. 
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Q. Now the other times that he asked you to buy when you re- 
fused to buy, was that in the evening also? A. It was. I say about 


twice during that time it was in the evening. 


Q. What time of the day did you normally take your dosage when 
you have it? A. Inthe morning and noon and night. | 

Q. About what time of night? A. About 10. 

Q. Now when you made the buy for him on June the 14th he 
gave you six dollars, did he not? A. Yes, he did. | 
Q. Six dollars is enough for four caps, is it not? A. That is 


right. 

Q. And you gave him--you kept two caps for cence did you 

not? A. I did. | 

Q. And the other two caps you placed in his car? A. Yes, I 
did. 

Q. Was this upon arrangement with him or of your - doing? 
A. It was my own doing. | 

Q. Why did you put them in the car and not hand it to him per- 
sonally? A. Why? I just did it because the thought just came in my 
mind. | 
Q. Speak up. Ican't hear younow. A. The thought come in 
my mind at the time. ! 

Q. Why?.A. Icouldn't--I couldn't say why. 

Q. But you put it in his car? A. Yes. 

Q. And then he couldn't find it, is that so? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. You went back with him and found it for him? A. . I did. 

Q. Now again did he tell you who the two caps were for? 
A. He say for his girl; that she was sick and in need for it. 

Q. Do you know who his girl was then? A. Well, the onliest 

girl I know was Dorothy Washington. : 

Q. And you know Dorothy to be an addict, do you not? A. Ido. 

Q. You have known her for many years, have you not? A. Yes. 

MR. ROGERS: Indulge me, Your Honor. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 
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Q. Now on June the 22d, Trent, you got some money from 
who? A. Dorothy Washington. 
Q. How much did you get? A. Nine dollars. 
Q. And nine dollars will cover how many caps? A. It will 


cover six capsules. 

Q. And you went out and bought the caps, did you? A. I did. 

Q. Did you have any of your own in the basement? A. No, I 
didn't. 

Q. Have you ever had any in the basement? A. Only when I 
used it. 

Q. Have you ever broken down heroin in the basement ? 

A. No, I haven't. 
Q. Do you know how to do it? A. No. 
Q. Do you know what the measurements are in the breakdown 
78 of heroin with the other ingredients? A. No, I doesn't. I just 
only use it. . 

Q. How far did you go in school? A. Ninth grade. 

Q. How oldare you? A. Twenty-four. 

Q. Why did you stop in the ninth grade? A. Well, at the time--— 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, Your Honor. It is imma- 
terial. 

THE COURT: Well, he may answer. 

THE WITNESS: At the time my mother died. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, Your Honor. It is 
strictly inadmissible. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: It is for a sympathy angle. 

THE COURT: Proceed. 

MR. ROGERS: You may answer the question. 

THE WITNESS: At the time my mother died from a stroke and 
she left two little brothers behind, so I just quit so I could get a job 
for to help, to help them and for to help me survive too. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 
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Q. And how old were you when you were in the ninth grade ? 

A. Iwas 16. | 

Q. Now, Trent, back to the incident on July the 22d, why did 
you take money from Dorothy Washington? A. She say she was sick, 
she needed some narcotics, and if I could get her some to go buy her 
some. | 

Q. She knew you to be an addict, did she not? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. 

THE WITNESS: She know-- | 

THE COURT: Just a moment. Objection overruled. — 

Proceed. 

THE WITNESS: She knowed me to be an addict, yes. | 

BY MR. ROGERS: | 

Q. Now give us the circumstances leading to your taking the 
money from her again. A. At the time it was in the morning and I 
had--I didn't have no money and she told me to get four capsules for 
her and that she needed them badly, and I needed them badly saa 
So I went and got them for her. 

Q. Where did you goto get them? A. Wherel went? It was a 
fellow there at the time who had some narcotics. 

Q. Where? A. Inthe basement. 

In your apartment? A. Yes. 


Q 
Q. Was Delores Terry there then too? A. Yes, she was. 
Q. And you paid him the nine dollars for the caps? A. Yes, 


Q. And you gave four to whom? A. Dorothy Washington 

Q. To whom? A. Dorothy Washington. 

Q. Whois he? A. That's the girl. 

THE COURT: Dorothy Washington. 

MR. ROGERS: Oh, Dorothy Washington. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Was Coursey around during that incident at all? A. Yes, 
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Where was he? A. He was standing over in the corner. 
On the first floor or in the basement? A. On the first floor. 


Did he see you give her the caps? A. Yes, he did. 
Did you see what she did with the caps? A. No, I didn't. 
. What did you do after you gave her the caps? A. I went 
down and used my narcotics, what I had--what they had given 


me. 

Q. Now Trent, on June the 14th and on July the 22nd, were you 
employed? Were you working? A. When. During the month of June? 

Q. On the both days, on June the 14th and on June the 22d? 

A. No, I wasn't. 

Q. How long had it been since you were employed? A. Oh, 
about a month. 

Q. Did you have any source of income at all? A. No more 
than what I could steal and what I could get from home. 

Q. Get from home? What do you mean get from home ? 

A. Like I had my clothes at home where I could sell something like that. 

Q. Did you sell your clothes? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Did you--and you say you stole? A. Yes. 

@. From where? A. Numerous places. 

Q. Asa matter of fact you went to jail for stealing, didn't you? 
A. Yes, I have. 

82 Q. On what charge? A. Petty larceny. 

Q. When was that? A. That was during the month of August. 

Q. What year? A. 1958. 

Q. When were you arrested on this narcotics vagrancy charge 
that you are now serving time on? A. July the 8th. 

Q. What year? A. 1959. 

Q. Now prior to July the 8th, 1959, how long had you been out 
of jail? A. Well, I--I been tothe hospital. I was out of the hospital 
since April. 

Q. Iasked you how long you had been out of jail? A. Oh, Ihad 
been out of jail since November the 27th, 1958. 
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Q. And how long had you been in jail? A. Fora hundred and 
twenty days. | 
Q. What was that for? A. Petty larceny. 
Q. Now before that, before you went in for that petty larceny 
charge, were you in jail? A. Yes, I was. | 
For what? A. Narcotics vagrancy. | 
How long have you been an addict overall? A. Since "54. 
1954? A. Yes, sir. | 
Have you ever sold narcotics? A. No, I haven' t. 
Did you sell narcotics to Coursey or Washington? A. I 


never sold them to neither one. I went and bought for them. | 


Q. Did you make any profit from those two incidents eo ? 
A. No, I didn't. | 

Q. Inother words, you got no cash for yourself out of that, just 
heroin? A. Just the heroin, yes. | 

Q. How many times before July 22d did Dorothy Washington try 
to get you to buy for her? A. She had tried to get me quite numerous 
times. At the time she used to go stealing with me to try to get me to 
get her some. But it would always come about that she rh have 
somebody else there to bring her some. 

THE COURT: How much longer is your cross examination? 

MR. ROGERS: About a half hour, if Your Honor please. 

. THE COURT: We will take our noon recess, Ladies and Gentle- 

men of the jury, and the Court recalls to your mind the admonition 
given you: Do not talk about the case among yourselves or with anyone 
else. Don't talk about this case until you retire at the close of the en- 
tire case to deliberate on the verdict. Then it is your duty and respon- 
sibility to talk about it. But up to that time don't talk about it. 

Don't let anything influence you except the testimony and the law, 
which the Court will give you. Bear that in mind, and return promptly 
to resume your duties at 1:45. | 


(Recessed at 12:30). 
* * 
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DIRECT EXAMINATION 
(Resumed:) 


BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Now, Mr. Trent, right prior to June the 14th, 1959, other~ 
than talking to you about, as you have testified, about buying or getting 
narcotics for him, did Kerr do anything else or make any other offers to | 


you in order to get narcotics from you? A. He made an attempt that 

he was the girl's pimp, that he took some money from her one time. . 

Q. Anything else? A. And prior to that one day, one Sunday 
morning, I didn't have no money and he said he had just come back 
from Richmond and Dorothy had got him some drugs to take to Rich- 
mond to sell, and he had bought a new car. 

Q. And? A. And he took me out to a couple of stores to get 
some money for the use of narcotics. 

86 Q. What do you mean, he took you out to a couple of stores ? 
A. Well, he took me--during talking with me he say that he have this 
car now and if I had knowed anyone to, or who wanted to use the car, 
that steals, that they could have the use of it, and he would take them. 

Q. Now, then, Trent, I ask you again; did you ever sell nar- 
cotics for profit to Coursey or anybody else? A. No, I didn't. 

Q. And why did you sell to Kerr, or why did you get narcotics 
for Kerr, whichever it was? A. Well, I needed it at the time. 

Q. And during this period you were unemployed? A. Yes, I 
was. 

Q. Now, during the period in June, June 14th to June 22d, in 
that period of time, you were living in 1722 U Street, in the basement 
apartment? A. I stayed there off and on, yes. 

Q. And you were staying there with Delores Terry? A. Yes, 
I was. 

Q. Now, was she ever present when Officer Coursey tried to 
make a buy from you? A. Yes, he--yes, she was. 

Q. Was she ever present when Dorothy Washington tried to 
make a buy from you? A. She was. 
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87 Q. Was anybody else present when Coursey or Washington tried 

to make buys from you? A. Yes, it was some more people there but I-- 

Q. Was Thomas Poland one of those people? A. Yes, he was. 

Q. Why did you leave your grandmother's place of residence, 
Mr. Trent? | 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please: It's 
immaterial. | 

MR. ROGERS: I will rephrase my question. I will withdraw tht 
question. 

BY MR. ROGERS: | 

Q. At whose request did you go to live in 22--1722 U Street, 
Northwest? A. At Dorothy's request. 

Q. Pardon? A. She asked me to come and stay with her. 

Q. Why? A. To--just like--she know I was stealing, you know, 
so she could be with me most of the time. 


Q. When--do you remember when she asked you to come to live 
there? A. I say it was during the month of May. | 

MR. ROGERS: During the month of May. ! 

Your witness. | 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. Youare the same Thomas E. Trent who in 1954 1 was con- 
victed of petty larceny; is that right? A. That's right. : 

Q. Again, in 1958, you were convicted of petty larceny. Isn't 
that right? A. That's right. | 

Q. Well, now, Thomas, you have been using narcotics for 
how long? A. '54. 

Q. Since 1954? A. Yes, I have. 

Q. And was it always here in the District of Columbia ? 
A. Yes, it was. 


Q. What? A. Yes, it was. 


Q. And during, from 1954, were youusing narcotics from 1954 
up until June of 1959? A. No. | 
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Q. What? A. No, Iwasn't. I was arrested, doing my time, 
incarceration. 

Q. In other words, you were in a position where you couldn't 

get it; is that right? A. That's right. 

Q. Well, say from 1954 up until 1959, when you were on the 
street ,--do you understand what I mean by that? A. Yes, Ido. 

Q. When you were on the street during that period of time, 
were you using narcotics? A. Not most of the time. 

Q. What? A. Not most of the time. 

Q. Well, now, what was your habit, Thomas? A. Two caps 
a day. 

Q. Two caps a day? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, now, you just testified on direct examination that you 
used narcotics three times a day. Do you recall that? A. That was, 


my need was two pills a day-- 
Q. What? 'A. At the time I used it, it was two caps a day. 


Q. Well-- A. But it was three times a day. 
Q. You took three injections a day; isn't that right? A. That's 


Q. And each one of those injections, you take at least one cap, 

don't you? A. No, you take two caps. 

Q. You take two caps in the one injection? A. Yes. 

Q. So that if you were taking three injections a day, that means 
you were using six caps a day; isn't that right? A. That's right. 

Q. What? A. That's correct. 

Q. Now, 6 caps a day at a dollar and a half a cap, that would 
pe about $9.00 a day; isn't that right? A. That's right. 

Q. Now where would you get that money to supply your habit ? 
A. Well, as I stated, I was a thief. 

Q. You would steal? A. Yes. 

Q. When you say "'steal,'’ you mean you would shoplift ? 
A. Yes. 

Q. In other words, that's what they call boosting, isn't that 
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it? A. That's right. 
Q. What? A. That's right. | 
91 Q. Now, during that period of time, you would steal exexy, day ? 
A. It would be just about every day. 
Q. What? A. It would be every day. 
Q. And where would you steal? A. Wherever I could geta 
place to get something from. 
Q. Well, now, in order to steal, you would have to steal some- 
thing you could sell, wouldn't you? A. That's right. 
Q. Well, now, where would you steal? A. Where would I 
s teal? : 
Q. Yes. A. Like any place I could get something from. 
Q. Well, would you steal in the department stores, what we 
call shoplifting? A. Yes, I would. 
Q. Well, now, you say you have been doing that since 1954? 
A. Off and on since 1954. 
Q. Well, weren't you known in those department stores by the 
house detective? A. Not all of them. | 
92 Q. Not all of them, just some of them? A. Yes. 
Q. Now, in other words, $9.00 a day was quite an expensive 
habit, wasn't it? A. No, it wasn't. | 
Q. What? A. No, it wasn't. 
Q. Well, some days, did you spend more than $9. 002 A. No. 
The reason I say it wasn't expensive, as me being around a lot of other 
addicts, I have seen them in badder shape than I was. ! 
Q. Well, now, of course, there are some addicts that have a 
bigger habit than yours? A. Yes. 
Q. Some of them use as much as 30 caps a day; isn't that right? 
A. That's right. 
Q. What? A. You're right. 
Q. Now, on June the 14th you were living at 1722 U Street, 
Northwest; isn't that right? A. Right. ; 
Q. And you were living in a basement apartment there with 
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this girl Delores? A. Right. 
93 Q. Isthattrue? A. That's true. 
Q. Now, was this a rooming house? A. It wasa rooming 


house. 

Q. And who ran the rooming house? A. Dorothy Washington. 

Q. Well, now, did you pay any rent to Dorothy Washington ? 
A. No, I didn't. 

Q. Did Delores pay the rent for you and she? A. No, no, she 
didn't. 

Q. In other words, nobody paid any rent? A. No. 

Q. Now, you named four or five people who lived in that house. 
Do you remember that? A. Yes. 

Q@. And how long had you lived in that house-prior to June the 
14th, of '59? A. How long? 

Q. Yes. A. I say it was May when I started staying there. 

Q. May? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, let me ask you this, Thomas: Was everybody living 
there an addict? A. No, it wasn't. 

94 Q. How many people would you say there was living there did 
not use narcotics? A. Oh, I say about four. 

Q. About four. 

Well, let's see: How many lived there altogether? A. Alto- 
gether would be about seven, I'd say. 

Q. About seven. In other words, the only ones that used nar- 
cotics were you, Delores, and Dorothy; is that right? A. That's right. 

Q. Now, during your experience in the use of narcotics, you 
have made a lot of contacts with people who sell narcotics. Isn't that 
right? A. I have to buy it to use it, yes. 

Q. That's whatI say. A. Yes. 

Q. So that you are known to a lot of people over that period of 
time who are selling narcotics; isn't that right? A. Not only selling 
it but using it too. 

Q. Using it too? A. Yes. 
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Q. Well, now, when you say that, not only do they oo it but 
they use it-- A. Yes. 

95 Q. --and those people that you know who sell it andbe use it, they 
have what we call an expensive habit, haven't they? A. Yes. 

Q. In other words, they have to use a lot of eee isn't 
that right? A. That's right. ) 

Q. And the majority of those that you know, that use’ it and sell 
it, the expense is so great that they have to sell it to supply their own 
habit. Isn't that true, Thomas? A. Yes, I say so. 

Q. Do you follow me? A. In some cases, yes. 

Q. In some cases? A. Yes. 

Q. They have to because, as I say, the habit is so expensive; 
isn't that true? A. Yes. 

Q. They have to sell it to others in order to buy stu for them- 
selves? A. Yes. 

Q. That's what you call supplying your own habit, isn't it? 

A. No, not exactly. I call supplying a habit, is those that have large quan- 
96 tities of narcotics, that is using it, is more or less the ones, 
that is the ones that sell, needs to sell it most. : 

Q. That's whatI say. I meant, if he has an expensive habit, we 
will say uses 10 or 15 a day, naturally he has got to get that! money 
from some place,doesn't he? A. Yes. | 

Q. And some of them do a little shoplifting and in addition to 
that they sell a few on the side; isn't that tre? A. I couldn't say that. 
I couldn't say that. 

Q. Allright. We will get off that. Now, you knew Dorothy 
Washington prior to June the 10th, a long time, hadn't you? A. Yes, 
I have. 


Q. And has she been on the stuff a long time? A. - has, yes. 
Q. What? A. She has, yes. 
Q. Well, now, during the period of time that you have known 


her and known she was on the stuff, didn't she have a source of supply ? 
A. Did she ever have a source ? 
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Q. Yes; didn't she have a contact where she could buy that 

stuff? A. Yes, she did. 
97 Q. In other words, Dorothy didn't have to go to you to get that, 

did she? A. Yes, she did. 

Q. What? A. She did at that time. I don't know whether -- 

Q. Well, you mean just this one time ? A. Yes. 

Q. What? A. Yes. During the month of June, if you recall, 
it was a raid and then at the raid it was a lot of people moved off the 


street. 
Q. In other words, are you saying that during the month of 
June is what they call, the heat was on? Is that what they call it? 


A. Yes, it was. 
Q. And when the heat is on it means that you can't--narcotics 


are scarce; isn't that it? A. That's it. 
Q. And it also means that in order to get it when the heat is on, 


you have to be pretty well known; isn't that true? A. Not necessarily. 


It's the one that knows where somebody or some source is getting it. 
Q. That's what Isay. But I meant, when the heat is on, as 
they say, why, you have to know certain people to get it, don't you? 
A. Yes, you do. 
98 Q. In other words, you can't walk up to any Tom, Dick and 
Harry and say, "I want narcotics." Isn't that right? A. No. 

Q. And, of course, when the heat is on and you deal with those 
people, why, they know you pretty well, don't they? A. Yes, they-- 

Q. In other words, they aren't going to take a chance on getting 
arrested, are they, astoa stranger? A. Yes, you are right about 

that. 

Q. That's right. Well, now, what kind of a place--during the 
month of June of '59, what kind of a place was this 1722 U Street, 
Northwest? A. It was just a place where Dorothy was staying and 
she had people to come there that was--she was a hostess, in other 


words. 
Q. She was a hostess? A. Yes. 
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Q. Now, let us see what she was a hostess of. Those people 
that would come there, would they all be addicts? A. Not necessarily 
addicts. It was quite a few men come to do business with her. 
99 Q. Oh, a little prostituting; is that what you mean? A. Yes, 
yes. : 

Q. Well, now, Thomas, in the parlance of the narcotic traffic 
in Washington here, wasn't that what they call a "pad?" A. : A pad? 
Q. Yes. A. Not necessarily, no. | 

Q. Well, when you say "not necessarily," do you know what a 
padis? A. A pad to my knowledge is a place where dope is being sold. 

Q. Is it a place where dope is being sold, ora place where you 
can take injections? A. Oh, well, it's both. 

Q. What? A. It's both. It's used for both purposes. 

Q. Both? A. Yes. | 

Q. And in those pads, does the addict bring the stuf in with 
them to use, or does he buy it in the place he uses it? A. Well, bring 
it in to use. | 

Q. And buy it there too? A. If it's being sold, yes. 

100 Q. Now, let me ask you this, Thomas: 


In 1722 U Street, did you ever inject narcotics into anybody 


else's arm? A. I can't recall, no. 

Q. Well, what do you mean, you can't recall? A. don't re- 
member injecting none in nobody's arm but my own. : 

Q. Well, when you inject it in your own, was other people pres- 
ent? A. Yes, it was people present. | 

Q. And the times that you injected it in your arms, would those 
other people present also inject it intheir arms? A. Yes, they was. 

Q. So that it was more or less, we will say, a party; is that 
right? A. It was--I wouldn't say a party. I just say sa was 
in need for it, and it was a place. 

Q. Everybody sitting around and--would you all use the same 
needle, or would some have their own? A. Some of them had their 


own outfits. | 
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Q. What do they call them, the works? A. Outfits. 

Q. Outfits. 

Now, before June the 14th of 1959, you saw this Agent Coursey 

101 around there, didn't you, around this house? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Of course, you didn't know he was an Agent, did you? 

A. No, I didn't. 

Q. You didn't know he was the law; isn't that right? A. No, 
I didn't. 

Q. And while you were in that place, and in the presence of 
Coursey, would you take injections in your arm? A. Yes, he seen 
me take injections, yes. 

Q. How many times would you say that he saw you? A. I 
would say about twice. 

Q. And atthe time, on those occasions, would other people 
be taking it in their arms too? A. Yes, it was. 

Q. Now, where did you get your stuff? A. Where did I get 
mine ? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, I bought mine from anybody I could. 


Q. Well, now, as I say, during the month of June, you say the 


heat was on, and it was hard to buy. Just name some of the people 
that was your source of supply? A. You want me to name some ? 
A fellow named Roberts. 
Q. Roberts? A. Yes. 
102 Q. Where did he live? A. I don't know his address. He 
would come by. 
He would come to the house? A. Yes. 
And who else? A. Anda fellow named James. 
James? A. Yes. 
You don't know the full name? A. No, I don't. 
All right. And where did he live? A. He lived over 
in Negro Park. 
Q. Whereabouts? A. Iforget the address. 
Q. Well, could you go there? A. CouldI go there? I would 
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catch him in the street most of the time. i 

Q. You would just catch him on the street? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, now, on June--well, let me ask you this: | 

Prior to June the 14th, did you ever go out and bring narcotics 
in that house? A. Did I go--sure, when I used it. | 

Q. All right. And when you would bring it in, would you give it to 

103 anyone else to use? A. Nothing but Delores sometimes. 

Q. What? A. But Delores, that's all. 

Q. No one but Delores? A. Yes. 

Q. That's your girlfriend? A. Yes. | 

Q. Well, how about Dorothy Washington, the girl that lived upstairs ? 
A. No, I never went and got none for her. | 

Q. In other words, she hada source of supply all her own, as far 
as you knew; is that right? A. As far as I know, yes. | 

Q. Now, isn't it a fact, I believe it was on June the 13th, that you 
went and got narcotics for a group of men? A. No, I can't recall that. 

Q. And turned it over to them? A. I don't recall aia 

Q. What? A. I don't recall it. 

Q. Well, now, on June the 14th, when Officer Coursey gave you 
the $6.00, that was to buy how many capsules? A. It was to buy two for 
him and two for me. | 

Q. In other words, you were going to get two caps sa your share; 

104 isn't that right? A. That's right. 

Q. And the market at that time was a dollar anda half is that 
right? A. That's right. 

Q. So you were getting the equivalent to $3.00 for going and get- 
ting the-- A. I was getting two pills for going and getting it. 

Q. That was valued at $3.00; isn't that right? A. Yes. 

Q. Let meask you this: 

During that time, if you were known, isn't it a fact you could buy 
them for a dollar? A. Not when the heat was on. 

Q. Oh, the heat was on. When the heat was on, the price 
jumped up. Is that it? A. Yes. | 

Q. When you would return with the capsules, what 9 was the idea 
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of putting them in the seat of the car? A. AsIsaid before, I don't 
know what was the reason. I just told him to meet me at 18th and T, 


and when I went around there and met him, I told him the capsules was 


in the car. 

Q. They were inthe car. And he didn't tell you to put them in 
the car, didhe? A. No, he didn't. 

105 Q. Now, let meask you this, Thomas: 

Isn't it a fact, by putting them in the car, you thought, you 
thought that you couldn't be charged with the sale, because you didn't 
actually make the delivery? You merely put them in the automobile. 
Wasn't that running through your mind? A. No, it wasn't, because if 
I had thought like that, I wouldn't have got them for him. 

Q. Well, that was after he told you he couldn't find them; isn't 
that true? A. What was that? 

Q. Isay, you went and got them after he told you that he couldn't 
find them inthe car. Isn't that when you went and got them? A. No, 
he was right there with me. 

Q. Now, what was your purpose in not handing them to him? 
You had nothing to fear, did you? A. No, I didn't. 

Q. Now, my next question is this: 

Isn't it a fact what was running through your mind was that you 

_ weren't sure whether he was a police officer or not but you thought by 
putting them in the car that he couldn't arrest you, because you didn't 
actually put them in his hand? Isn't that what was running through your 

106 mind? A. No, it wasn't. I said before, ifI had maintained any 
thought like that, I wouldn't have give it to him. 

Q. So that you had no reason at all for putting them in the auto, 
instead of delivering them; is that right? A. I just put them in the auto 
because something came in, and you just put them in the car at that 
time. 

Q. Just put them under the seat? A. Just put them in the car. 

@. And you had no reason at all for doing that? A. No. 

Q. What? A. No. 
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Q. Well, now, after--oh, by the way, as far as Delores was 
concerned, did you supply her habit? A. No, I didn't. She would 
make arrangements to get her own money, you know. | 

Q. What? A. She would make arrangements to get her own 
money and I just, by she being my girl, when I needed mine, I would 
get hers too. | 

Q. In other words, she would give you the money to go and 
get hers? A. Me and hers, yes. 

107 Q. All right. Now, what was her habit? A. I would say about 
three. 

Q. Three a day? A. Yes. 

Q. Or three each shot? A. She had-shots somethin like 
mine, about three times a day. 

Q. About three times a day? A. Yes. 

Q. And that would be about six caps a day; isn't tat right ? 

A. Yes, it was. 

Q. So between you and Delores, your actual expense was about 
$18.00 a day--nine and nine is 18, isn't that right? A. Yes. 

Q. Let me ask you this, Thomas: 

Isn't it a fact that you would have to sell some of that narcotics 
in order to get that $18.00 a day? A. No, no, I wouldn't, because as 
I said, at the time, I was stealing, myself. 

Q. Well, now, Thomas, you didn't steal $18.00 every day ? 
A. And she would make arrangements to get her own money. 

108 Q. Now, that's a fancy way of putting it. What was she doing, 
if you know? A. Well, she would do--she was doing the same thing 
Dorothy was doing. 

Q. Oh, she would have men come there? A. As & not come 
there, no. | 

Q. She would go out? A. Yes. 

Q. Was she a call girl? Is that what you call her? A. I 
wouldn't--I don't know that much about her business, but I know she 
would go out. | 
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Q. Now, after June the 14th, 1959, did Coursey come around 
the place? A. What did you say, now? 

Q@. After the first transaction, which was June the 14th-- 

A. Yes, he still come. 

Q. --Coursey was still coming around the place? A. Yes. 

Q. Andwere you people still using narcotics in front of him? 
A. He never did come down there. It was on the next occasion when 
I saw--when I saw him it was upstairs in Dorothy's room. 

109 Q. Upstairs? A. Yes. 

Q. Did Dorothy call you upstairs? A. Yes, she did. 

Q. And was Coursey there when she called you upstairs ? 
A. Yes, he was. 

Q. All right. What happened when she called you upstairs in 
front of Coursey? A. She said she was in need for narcotics very 
badly, and if I knowed anywhere I could get her some, so, she would 
appreciate it, and at the time you could get yourself some too. 

Q. Well, now, isn't it a fact prior to that time, or before that 
time, we will put it that way, that Dorothy owed you some money ? 
Isn't that right? A. No, she didn't owe me. 

Q. For narcotics? A. She didn't owe me no money. 

Q. Well, didn't she, when she introduced Coursey to you, 
didn't she say, "Here's the man with the money?" A. No. AsI told 
you, as I stated before, when you--when I was introduced to Coursey, 
that somebody had ran off with the money. 

Q. Someone had burned it; is that what they said? A. That's 

110 what it was, yes. 

Q. Well, now, did Coursey tell you that he was selling nar- 

cotics in Richmond? A. Yes, he did. 


Q. He told you he was a wholesaler; is that right? A. He was 
a dealer. He didn't state what type of dealer. 
Q. And after he told you he was a dealer, why, you went out 
and got narcotics for him. Is that right? A. No. After he--fe had 
told me that quite a few times when he would try to get me go buy him some. 
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Q. And, in other words, he wasn't telling you that he needed 
them for himself. He wanted you to buy them so he cauld sell them 
to someone else and make a profit; isn't that right? A. That's right. 
Q. When did he tell you that? A. It was during the process 
of the time when--it was before the time that-- | 
Q. Before the first transaction; isn't that right ? A. Yes, 
that's right. 
Q. What? A. Yes, that's right. 
Q. Now, coming back to June the 22d, when Dorothy asked 
you to buy some for her, is that the first time she ever asked you to 
111 buy some forher? A. No, not through the years. io 
the years she had asked me. 
Q. Well, say, during the month of July--or June, rather, 
1959? A. During the month of June? 
Q. Yes. A. Yes, that's the first time. 


The first time? A. Yes. | 


Q. 
Q. And this was the 22d of June; isn't that right ? A. Yes, it 


Q. Well, you knew Dorothy well, didn't you ? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. And Dorothy had a habit that she had to have =e 
every day, didn't she? A. Yes, she did. 

Q. Well, now, on June the 22d, why did she ask you, if you 
know? A. Why did she ask me? 

Q. Yes, if youknow? A. That's the thing I don't now, why 
she asked me. 

Q. What? A. I couldn't say why she asked me. 

Q. You knew at that time, did you not, that she had a source 

112 of supply all her own, didn't you? A. Yes, I knew before then, 

yes. | 

Q. In other words, she knew where to get it? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, put it this way: 

She didn't need you to get it, did she? A. Before then, no. 

Q. No. 
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Now, on June the 22d, of 1959, Agent Coursey gave you $6.00, 
didn't he, to buy? A. Yes, he did. 

Q. What? A. Yes, he did. 

Q. And we are talking about June the 22d, now, Thomas. I 
don't want to confuse you. A. Well, you said $6.00. $6.00 took 
place on the 14th. 

Q. Onthe 14th? A. Yes. 

Q. All right, now, let us get to the 22d. I don't want to con- 
fuse you. Did you take $6.00 from Agent Coursey on that day ? 

A. It was $9.00 from Dorothy Washington I received. 

Q. Now, where did Dorothy Washington get the $9.00, if you 

know? A. I didn't know. 

. What? A. Idon't know where she got it. 

. When she gave you the $9.00, was Coursey right there ? 
A. Yes, he was standing over by the-- 

Q. Right in his presence;isn't that right? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, now, who was Dorothy buying the narcotics for ? 
A. She say she was buying it for herself. She was in need for it. 
She was sick. 

Q. She was in need, and she was buying it for herself. Isn't 
that right? A. Yes. 

Q. Now, did Coursey, did he say anything like this at that 
time--did he say, "Well, as long as you are going, how about buying 
me some?" Did he say anything like that? A. No, he didn't. 

Q. In other words, he just stood there, this Coursey, who has 
been trying to buy narcotics off of you previous to this time, he just 
stood there and didn't say a word and Dorothy was buying $9.00 worth. 
Isn't that right? A. She was buying $6.00 worth, and two was for me. 

Q. Well, she was giving you $9.00, wasn't she? A. Yes. 

114 Q@. And then after you gave her--after she gave you the $9.00, 


where did you go? A. I went--it was a fellow up there that morning, 


he had come by to see if I wanted anything, so he was down there, so 
I went and bought it from him. 
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Q. You went right down to your apartment? A. Yes. 
Q. And this fellow happened to be there; is that right? 
A. That's right. | 
Q. And you bought it from him? A. Yes. 
Q. And then what did youdo? A. Well, I took--it was two 
for myself and four for Dorothy. Well, I gave Dorothy her four and I 


went back down immediately and used mine. | 
Q. Well, now, in other words, you kept two for yourself. Isn't 
that right? A. Yes. ! 
Q. And each one of those cost a dollar and a half? A. Yes, 
it was. 
Q. So thatyou had saved yourself about $3.00; isn't that right ? 
That was your end of the deal? A. I'd saved myself? ! 
115 Q. Well, it would cost you $3.00 of your own money, wouldn't 
it? A. Yes, it would. | 

Q. But, I mean, you used $3.00 of this money to buy two caps 
for yourself; isn't that true? A. No, I didn't have no money. 

Q. Lappreciate that. But I say, the $9.00 that Dorothy gave you-- 
A. Yes. | 

Q. --$3.00 of that went for caps for you? A. Yes, it did. 

Q. Isn't that true? A. That's right. 

Q. Well, now, when you brought the caps back up to Dorothy , 
where was Coursey? A. He was standing right there in the corner 
there. | 

Q. Standing right there. 

Now, this Coursey, that you say was standing right ithere, he 
is the same man who told you on prior occasions that he was a dealer 
in narcotics; isn't that right? A. Yes, he was. : 

Q. And he is the same man who tried to buy narcotics from 
you; isn't that true? A. No, he tried to get me to go buy some. 

Q. Well, he tried--let us put it this way: | 

116 Q. He tried to get narcotics through you. Is that right? 
A. Yes, well, you could say that, yes. | 
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Q. All right. 
Then when you returned with the four capsules, on the 22d, 
didn't you put them on the table there inthe room? A. Yes, I put 


them down somewhere. I can't recall where I put them. 

Q. You put them on the table; isn't that true? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, now, you used the same procedure there, didn't you, 
that you did on the 14th? You put them in the car this time on the 14th. 
The next time you come up and you put them on the table; isn't that 


true? A. Icouldn't say. I remember putting them somewhere. I 
don't know whether it was the table, or what. 

Q. All right, let's be fair about it: 

When you came back on the 22d, you didn't hand them to Dorothy 
or you didn't hand them to Coursey? A. No. 

Q. Youputthem some place down in the room; isn't that right ? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Well, wasn't that practically the same procedure that you 

117 were using on June the 14th? A. I won't say it was no proced- 
ure. It was just something, my nature, or instinct. 

Q. And it is a fact that it was running through your mind at 
that time, the same as on June the 14th, that unless you actually handed 
it to them, you thought-- 

MR. ROGERS: If Your Honor please-- 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. --they couldn't do anything to you? A. No. 

MR. ROGERS: I must object, if Your Honor please. 

THE WITNESS: No. 

THE COURT: Just a moment. 

MR. ROGERS: Iam going to object. He is making conclusions 
in this examination. 

THE COURT: Well, he is asking the witness. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: This is cross examination, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: I think that has been gone into on other occasions. 
Objection overrruled. 


Proceed. 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. Isn't that a fact? A. No, it isn't. 

Q. What? A. No, it isn't. 

118 Q. Now, after June the 22d, did you see Coursey around there 
any more? A. No, I didn't see Coursey no more. 

Q. What? A. No, I didn't. 

Q. Well, now, on June the 22d, when you kept tok caps for 
yourself, how about your girl friend, Delores? Where was she going 
to get hers? A. She had already bought some. | 

Q. She bought some? A. Yes. 

Q. You didn't buy them for her? A. No. 

Q. So that she had a source of supply of her own; is that right ? 
A. She hada supply at that time, yes. 

Q. So she didn't need you to get it either, did she? A. At 
that time, no. 

Q. What? A. Not at that time. 

Q. You say at that time, and that is the time that you say the 
heat is on and they are scarce to get; isn't that true? A. No, it was 
two different dates there. i 

119 © Q. Well, it was all during the month of June? A. i was 
during the month of June, yes. 

Q. And I believe you testified that during the monte of June is 
what they call the heat was on, it was awful hard to get; isn't that right ? 
A. Yes, it was. 

Q. Well, now, on June the 22d, when you made this LP crctiaaes 
that is when you turned these four capsules, was your habit still 
$6.00 a day, or $9.00 a day, rather? A. Yes, it was. | 

Q. Well, did you do any stealing that day? A. It was in the 
morning, and it happened to be a morning I didn't have no money. 

Q. Oh, it was a little early to go stealing; is that it? A. Yes, 


it was. 


| 
Q. Now, isn't it a fact you are not denying that you are an 
| 
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addict, but isn't it a fact, Thomas, that during the month of June, and 
on June the 14th and on June the 22d that you were selling narcotics? 
A. No. 

Q. In order to supply your own habit? <A. No, it wasn't. 

Q. All right. 

On June the 14th and June the 22d, well, we'll say the entire 
month of June of 1959, did you have any legitimate means of livelihood? 

120 A. No, it wasn't. 

Q. So, during that period of time, you would say that you were 
living by your wits; is that right ? 

Do you understand what I mean by that? A. No, you'll have to 
break it down. 

Q. All right. That's a New England expression: 


During the month of June of 1959, you had no legitimate work? 


A. Yes. 

Q. Isn't that right? A. That's right. 

Q. And you just lived the best way you could; isn't that true? 
A. The best way I could? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes; yes. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: That's all. 

THE COURT: Anything further? 

MR. ROGERS: Yes, if Your Honor please. 


REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR, ROGERS: 
Q@. Tom, you made a sell to Coursey, or you obtained nar- 
cotics for Coursey on June 14th, 1959: 
121 What was your testimony as to the reason for making this pur- 
chase for Coursey? 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: I think he has been all over this, hasn't 
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he, Your Honor? It's repetition. 
MR. ROGERS: Well, I think, if Your Honor please, rat to 
clarify a point. | 
THE COURT: He may clarify it. 
All right, proceed. i 
THE WITNESS: Well, I needed narcotics at that cme 
BY MR. ROGERS: 
Q. And did you not testify that he wanted-- | 


MR. McLAUGHLIN: I objecttothis, if Your Honor please. My 
| 


friend here is testifying. 

THE COURT: Well, there is no necessity for going over what 
he has testified to. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: No. 

MR. ROGERS: All right, if Your Honor please. 

I will abandon that line. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Now, Trent, the heat was on-- 

THE COURT: You can examine him as to anything that was 
brought out on cross examination that you wish to examine him on, 


you may do so. There is no point in reviewing his testimony. 
122 MR. McLAUGHLIN: I agree, Your Honor. Thank you, Your 
Honor. | 
BY MR. ROGERS: | 


Q. Now, Trent, the heat was on in June of 1959; correct?” 
A. Yes, it was. 

Q. You had made a purchase for Dorothy Washington, had you 
not? A. Yes. 

Q. And the June 22d transaction, Dorothy Washington is the one 
who approached you for this transaction ? | 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object. If Your Honor please, this man 
is testifying here. 

THE COURT: Well, it has a question mark after it 

Go ahead. It's a form of a direct statement. 
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MR. McLAUGHLIN: No, but I mean, he is suggesting the 
answer in his question. 
BY MR. ROGERS: 
Q. Was it not Dorothy-- 
THE COURT: It's just a matter of putting it one way. Avoid 
the leading questions. Frame your questions in such a way they are 


not leading. 

Proceed. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Who approached you to make--for narcotics, on June-- 

4. Dorothy Washington. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I think he has been all over this. 

MR. ROGERS: Yes, he has, but Mr. McLaughlin tried to cloud 
that air. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I'm not trying to cloud anything. 

THE COURT: Just proceed. Overruled. 

Proceed. Go ahead. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Was it-- A. Yes, it was Dorothy Washington. 

Q. And Coursey had nothing to say at all about this transaction, 
didhe? A. No, he didn't. 

Q. Although he was present during this entire transaction ? 
A. That's right. 

Q. Did you see Coursey give Dorothy Washington any money, 
namely, $9.00? A. No, I didn't. 

Q. And did it strike you odd that-- 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Now, you see, if Your Sonor please--I 
mean, this is his witness. Now, he is asking the question, "Didn't 
it strike you odd?" 

124 Now, he is testifying for this defendant, as to how he felt. 
THE COURT: Well, it seems argumentative. It doesn't seem-- 
You can bring out anything you want factually, but the form of 


the question is more or less argumentative. 


Proceed. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Why did Dorothy Washington ask you to make a buy, for her 
on June 22d? A. She say she needed some narcotics and me being an 
addict, knowing her condition, that she needed it, I thought --I sym- 
pathized with her, by going and getting it. | 

Q. Was this the first time you ever got it for Dorothy Wash- 
ington? A. The first time. 

Q. In June? A. The first time this year, yes. 

Q. And what was your arrangement with her on the obtaining of 


the narcotics? A. She said she would give me two, two, and : get 


four for her. 

Q. Now, on that particular day, on June 22d, did you have any 
money of your own? A. No, I didn't. 

125 Q. Had you had your shot inthe morning? A. No, I hadn't. 

Q. Of that day? A. No, I hadn't. 

You took those two caps, did you not? A. Yes. | 

@. Was that your first shot that day? A. Yes, it was. 

Q. About when, then, in the afternoon, or what time of day 
was that? A. It was inthe morning. I don't--I couldn't say what time 
it was. | 

Q. Now, Tom, do you consider your habit, at $9.00 a day, an 
expensive habit? A. Not to the ones I have seen, no. | 

Q. Now, you have served two terms for petty larceny . What 
was the reason for these convictions? A. Use of narcotics. | 

Q. Isn't it a fact sometimes that when you were living at home 
with your grandmother and with your aunt, that you stole their clothes 
to pawn? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Now, if Your Honor please, surely his 
witness is testifying now. I think that he is talking about living--I 
think he ought to specify the time here. ; 

126 MR. ROGERS: Prior to May, 1959. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: Is that what you were saying, when he was 


living with his grandmother ? 

MR. ROGERS: Yes. 

THE COURT: You are asking a question whether he sold the 
clothes before this time ? 

MR. ROGERS: Yes, if Your Honor please. 

THE COURT: Well, you may answer it. 

THE WITNESS: What was that, now? 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Prior to this period, when you were living at home with 
your grandmother-- 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor please. It's 
immaterial. We don't know what period of time. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, I did. 

THE COURT: You may answer it. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Isn't it a fact, too, Trent, that you stole your cousin's 
shoes to sell? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Now, if Your Honor please, I object to 
this. I mean, the man might as well get on the stand and testify. 

This is his witness, Your Honor, not mine. 

MR. ROGERS: I will abandon it, if Your Honor please. 

127 BY MR, ROGERS: 

Q. Now, Trent, during the month of June, 1959, when the heat 
was on, why did you take a chance and sell narcotics to Coursey ? 

A. Well, I didn't have no money that night, and it was--that he give 
me two caps of heroin for getting two for him. 

Q. Now, in each and every time that he asked you to get nar- 
cotics for him, did he make a similar offer to you? A. If Iagreed, 
he would have, yes. 

MR. ROGERS: I have no further questions. 

RECROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 


Q. In other words, you weren't doing it for nothing, were you ? 
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A. What do you mean, I wasn't doing it for nothing ? 
Q. Well, I meant, you were getting something out of the deal, 


weren't you? A. Nothing but some narcotics, yes. 

Q. That's whatI say. You were getting something. You 
weren't doing it for nothing. A. What do you mean? What would 
you call "nothing ?" 

Q. In other words, you didn't go and get four caps and bring 

128 back and give Coursey four caps, didyou? A. No. | 

@. So that you were holding out two for your end of it, weren't 
you? That was your part of the deal? A. Yes. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: That's all. 

THE COURT: The witness may step down. 

(The witness left the stand:) 

THE COURT: Call the next witness. 

MR. ROGERS: Delores Terry. 

Thereupon 

DELORES TERRY 
a witness, called for and on behalf of the defendant, having been first 
duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. ROGERS: 
Q. What is your full name, please? A. Delores aes 
. Now, is it Miss or Mrs. Terry? A. Miss. | 
Mrs.? A. Miss. | 
Now, Miss Terry, speak loudly, so I can hear you back 
here, would you, please? 
Miss Terry, are you acquainted with Thomas Trent, the de- 
129 fendant in this case? A. Yes, Iam. 

Q. How long have you known him? A. Abouta year, ra say. 

Q. About a year? A. About a year. 

Q. Were you living with Thomas Trent-- 

THE COURT: Just a moment. 


The jurors indicate they are having some difficulty hearing the 
witness. 
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The Court will say to the witness it is necessary for you to 
keep your voice up clearly and loudly, so that all can hear. Speak so 
the last juror in the back row can hear you and so the gentleman who 
is speaking to you can hear you, so that everyone can hear you. That 
is necessary. Bear that in mind. Speak up clearly and loud. 

Proceed. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Now, Miss Terry, during the month of June of 1959, were 
you living with Thomas Trent? A. I was. 

Q. Was that at 1722 U Street, Northwest? A. Yes. 

Q. Washington? A. Yes. 

130 Q. During that month of June, Miss Terry, did you ever meet 
a Johnny Coursey? A. Yes, I did. 

Q. Now, were you present at any time when Coursey was in 
the presence of Trent, and Coursey, to get Trent to buy narcotics 
for him? A. Yes, I was. 

Q. When? A. It was in June. 

Q. Do you remember about when? A. I don't know the exact 


Q. Would it be the early part of June, or the-- A. I'd say so. 

Q. Would you tell the Court what happened, what transpired in 
your presence? A. Mr. Coursey asked Trent to buy him some drugs, 
and he said he wouldn't. 


Q. How many times did that occur? A. Twice, to my knowl- 


edge. 

Q. Did Coursey ever offer Trent any money to do this? 
A. No, he offered to give him something for it. 

Q. Do you know what? A. Drugs. 

Q. Do you know why Trent refused to buy for him? A. He 

131 didn't need it. 

Q. Now, Miss Terry, were you present at any time when 
Trent did buy drugs for Coursey? A. I don't think so. 

Q. Youcan't say? A. No. 
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Q. Did Trent buy drugs for you, or supply you with drugs ? 
A. He bought drugs for me. | 
Q. Frequently? A. Yes. 
Q. Now, then, did you ever pay him for them? A. No, I just 
gave him some of the stuff, that's all. 
Q. You gave him some of the stuff. | 
Were you ever present when Dorothy Washington tried to get 
Trent to buy narcotics for her? A. Yes. 
Q. And did he ever buy narcotics for her? A. I don't know. 
Q. So that never in your presence did he buy nar coti¢s for 
her, or agree to buy narcotics for her? A. I don't think so. | 
Q. Now, Miss Terry, you are an addict yourself , aren 't you? 
A. Yes. | 
How long have you been onthe habit? A. Ten years. 
How old are you? A. Twenty-seven. | 


As a matter of fact, you are in jail now, aren't you? 


Why? A. Because of drugs. 
What kind of a habit did Trent have; do you now? A. Same 
kind I had. 
Q. What would that be? A. You mean what type of drugs he 
used ? 7 
Q. Yes. A. Heroin. | 
Q. How many times a day did he use heroin? A. Three or 


Q. And how about your habit? Similar? A. Yes. 

Q. Were you ever in Trent's presence when he went out to 
obtain money to purchase drugs? A. Yes. | 

Q. Would you describe any one incident, as to what happened? 
A. I went shoplifting with him to get some money. | 

Q. How frequently did you do that? A. Several times. 

133 Q. Did Trent ever have employment while he lived with you? 

A. Not to my knowledge. 
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Q. Where would he get his money from to supply his habit with; 
do you know? A. From me most of the time. 

Q. Mostly from you. Were you working? A. No. 

Q. Where did you get your money from? A. Shoplifting. 

Q. Did you see John Coursey on the date of June the 14th, 
1959? A. Ican't recall the exact date. 

Q. Did you see him on June the 22d, if you can recall the date, 
1959? A. Idon't know. I saw him once when I was in the house by 
myself. 

Q. What date would that have been, do you remember? A. No. 

MR. ROGERS: Your witness. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. Inotice you have a sore leg. What did you do--hurt it down 
at the jail? A. Yes. 

134 Q. Now, you say that you were on the habit about ten years? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And during the month of June of 1959, what was your habit ? 
A. During when? 

Q. During the month of June of '59, what would you say your 
habit was a day? A. I used drugs about two or three times a day. 

Q. Two or three times a day. And how many would you use 
each time; two caps? A. As many as I could afford. 

Q. As you could afford; in other words, depending upon the 
strength of it; is that right? A. Mainly. 

Q. Well, now, on each injection, would you use as many as 
three caps? A. Yes. 

Q. What? A. Yes. 

Q. Sometimes four? A. Yes. 

Q. You had a pretty good habit, didn't you? A. I did. 

135 Q. And you would use them three or four times a day, isn't 

that right? A. I would. 


Q. During the month of June of 1959, why, you needed money 
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to supply that habit, didn't you? A. Yes. | 

Q. And were you also supplying Trent with his narcotics ? 
A. When I could, yes. 

Q. In other words, you would give him the money tou go out and 
buy it; is that right? A. Yes. 

Q. In other words, he had the connections as to where to buy 
it; is that true? A. I would say that. 

Q. What? A. I would say that. 

Q. Did you have any connections during that period o time ? 
A. No. | 

Q. Where you could buy it yourself? A. No, I did not . 

Q. Now, how many other people were in that house at 1722 
were addicts? A. I only knew one of them. 

136 Q. Who was that? A. Dorothy Washington. 

Q. Dorothy? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, now, wasn't Trent the source of supply for those in 
that house who wanted narcotics? A. I can only speak for mysel. 

Q. What? A. Ican only speak for myself. | 

Q. In other words, he was the man you saw to get narcotics; 
is that right? A. He wasn't a dealer, if that is what you mean. 

Q. No, but I meant, you would give him money to get it; isn't 
that right? A. Yes. i 

Q. And then he would get you--you would give him some of the 
caps for getting it? A. Yes. | 

Q. What? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, now, Dorothy--is it Dorothy or Delores? A. It's 
Dorothy. | 


. Well, you are Delores? A. I'm Delores; that's jright. 
| 


Delores, do you know what a padis? A. A pad? 
What they call a pad, inthe narcotics? A. I have heard 
the term, yes. | 
Q. What? A. I've heard the term. 
Q. Well, now, was 1722 U Street a pad? A. Not to my knowledge. 
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Q. Was it a'place where addicts went to inject narcotics into 
their arms? A. No, I wouldn't say that, because I was living there. 

Q. What, ma'm? A. I wouldn't say that, because I was living 
there. 

Q. You never saw anyone else in that place besides you and 
Dorothy and Trent, use narcotics? A. I've seen other people there, 
yes. 

Q. What? A. I've seen other people there. 

Q. You have seen other people in that place using narcotics ? 
A. Not where I was living, though. 

Q. What? A. Not where I was living. 

Q. Well, no, I meant in the building; let's put it that way, 
in some of the other rooms? A. Maybe. 

138 Q. What? A. Maybe. 

Q. What do you mean by "maybe?" A. Well, I mean I've 
seen other people in there. 

Q. And isn't that what they call a pad? A. It's possible. 

Q. What? A. Possibly it is. 

Q. And during that period of time, did you ever see Trent 
inject narcotics in anyone's arms? A. Nobody but his own. 

Q. No, I meant, anyone else in that place? A. No, I can't 
say I have. 

Q. Well, now, how many--how long did you see Coursey around 
those premises 1722 U Street? A. How long? 

Q. Yes. During the month of June, we'll say? A. I don't 
know. I saw him there several times. I don't know, you know, 
exactly how long he stayed. 

Q. Did he ever try to buy narcotics from you? A. No. 

Q. Did he ever ask you to go and get him narcotics? A. No. 

Q. What? A. No, he didn't. 

139 Q. 
did not. 
Q. Inthat house? A. No, I did not. 


Did you ever use narcotics in his presence? A. No, I 


77 | 

Q. Do you know whether or not--you can answer this yes or 

no--whether he knew that you were an addict--that you used them? 
. I don't know whether he did or not. 

Q. Well, now, at the time that--during June of '59- -how many 
caps would you say that Trent was using? A. I'd say about the same 
amount that I was. : 

Q. About the same? A. Yes. i 

Q. And when you say "the same amount," I believe you just 
said, as many as you could get. Isn't that right? A. Yes. 

Q. Would you say that your habit was about $10.00 or $12.00 
a day? A. Something like that. 

Q. What? A. Something like that. 

Q. And would you say that during that time that arent’ habit 
was $10.00 or $12.00 a day? A. Yes. 

Q. What? A. Yes. 

140 Q. Now, do you know what the market value was per cape 

I will reframe that. Maybe I confused you. 

I mean, when you would give the money to Trent to go and buy 
narcotics, how much were you paying for each cap? A. rd say a 
dollar and a half. 

Q. A dollar and a half--did you ever pay a dollar ? A. No. 

Q. Sometimes? A. No. | 

Q. You always paid a dollar and a half? A. Yes. | 

Q. And would Trent always bring back the exact number of 
caps to you that you paidfor? A. Yes. | 

Q. And then what would you do? A. I'd use it. 

Q. Well, how about him? Where does he come into the pic- 
ture? A. I would give him some of it, that's all. 

Q. Would you give him some or would he hold out two or three 
on you? A. He didn't have any reason to do that. I would give it to 

him. 

Q. He come back and hands it to you and then you would hand 
it back to him; is that right? A. Yes. 
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Q. What? A. Yes. 
Q. Now, when you say that Coursey--you heard him ask Trent 


to buy narcotics for him, just how did he ask? A. I don't know his 
exact words. I just know he asked. 
Q. What? I don't recall his exact words. He just asked him 
to get him some stuff. 
Q. Just like that, we'll say? A. Yes. 
Q. In other words, he didn't throw a fit, or anything like that, 
didhe? A. No. 
Q. What? A. No. 
Q. Well, now, on June the 14th, did you hear him talk to 
Trent? A. Ican't recall the exact day of June 14th. 
Q. Do you recall during the month of June of 1959, of ever 
seeing Coursey give Trent money? A. I couldn't say, because I don't 
142 remember. 
Q. What, ma'm? A. I couldn't say. 
Q. In other words, you don't know whether he did or whether 
he didn't? A. No. 
Q. Is that fair, putting it that way? A. I suppose so. 
Q. And on June the 22d of 1959, do you know whether or not 
Coursey gave Trent any money? A. No, I don't. 
Q. You don't know whether he did or whether he didn't; is that 
right? A. No. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: I have nothing further. 
REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. ROGERS: 
Q. In other words, did Trent tell you--this is on June 22d-- 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: If Your Honor please, this is his witness. 
MR. ROGERS: I'm asking her a question. 
MR. McLAUGHLIN: I appreciate that but he is-- 
THE COURT: I don't know what he is going to say. He hasn't 
said anything yet. 
143 MR. McLAUGHLIN: I know, but he said, did Trent tell her. 
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Tell her what? 

THE COURT: I don't know. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Well, that's what he's going to come along 
with. 

THE COURT: I can't tell whether it's proper cede or not 
until I hear the question. | 

MR. ROGERS: I will rephrase my question, if Your Honor 
please. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 


Q. On June the 22d, 1959, did you know that Trent had gotten 
caps for himself from a source other than yourself? A. Did I know it? 

Q. Yes. A. No, I didn't. 

Q. You didn't know anything at all about two caps that he may 
have gotten from Dorothy Washington? A. I can't recall. 

Q. You can't recall at all? 

Now, during the period of time that he bought for you, you 


trusted him, did you not? A. Yes. 
Q. As a matter of fact, you were living with him. 
Did he usually tell you what he was doing, or what he was about ? 
144 A. Most of the time. 
Q. Did he ever tell you about Coursey trying to — him to buy 


narcotics for him ? 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: I object to this, if Your Honor pease 
Surely-- 

THE COURT: Well, it seems to the Court that that bbjection 
is valid. Sustained. | 

Proceed. | 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Now, Delores, during the period June 14th to June 22d, 
you were living with Trent in the basement apartment; correct? 
A. Yes. 

Q. During that period of time, did you spend most ot your 
time together? A. Yes. 
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Q. During that period of time do you know whether or not he 
had his own supply of heroin in the apartment? A. I'm sure that 
he didn’t. 

MR. ROGERS: I have no further que stions. 

RECROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. Now, you say that during that period of time you didn't have 
any legitimate means of livelihood, did you ? A. No. 

145 Q. Do you understand that? A. Yes. 

Q. What I mean by that? 

And I believe you said that sometimes you would go out stealing 
with him; isthat right? A. Yes. 

Q. And you ducked into the department stores? A. Any num- 
ber of places. 

Q. Well, I mean, you would have to steal something that you 
could re-sell; isn't that true? A. Yes. 

Q. And you did something else, didn't you, for money ? 
A. What else? 

Q. What? A. No, I didn't. What else. 


Q. Didn't you turn a trick occasionally? A. AmIon trial 
here? 


Q. No, ma'm. A. Thank you. 

Q. What? A. No, I refuse to answer that. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: You refuse to answer. 

That's all. 

MR. ROGERS: No further questions. 

THE COURT: The witness may step down. 

(The witness left the stand:) 

THE COURT: I believe we will take our recess at this time. 

Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, we will take our customary 
recess. 

Bear in mind the admonition the Court has given you. 

(Short recess taken:) 
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THE COURT: You may proceed. 

MR. ROGERS: Thomas Boland. 

Thereupon 

THOMAS BOLAND 
a witness, called for and on behalf of the defendant, having been first 
duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. ROGERS: 
Q. Now, Thomas, state your full name loud and clear. 
A. Thomas Boland. 

Q. And where are you living now? A. D.C. Workhouse, 
Occoquan, Virginia. | 

Q. How long will you be there? A. Until the tenth month, 
31-60. 

Q. 1960. | 

Now, Thomas, are you acquainted with the defendant, Thomas 

147 Trent, inthis case? A. Iam. i 

Q. Are you also acquainted with a man by the name of 
Johnny Coursey? A. All I know is, I think he is the same fellow 
sitting in the back. All I know him by is "Johnny." | 

Q. By "Johnny." 

Were you acquainted with the defendant Trent in the month of 
June of this year? A. I was. 

Q. Where was he living? A. 1722 U Street, Northwest. 

Q. Here in Washington? A. In Washington. | 

Q. Did you ever visit him there? A. I did. 

Q. Who was he living with during the month of June; do you 
know? A. Well, Dorothy Washington was staying there, and Delores 
was staying with Trent. | 

Q. Delores--would that be Delores Terry? A. That would be 
Delores Terry. 

Q. Now, Thomas, when did you first meet Johnny? A. It's 


been some time ago. Trent and I was on 14th and U, right next to 
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the jewelry store, and Johnny and I-- 

148 THE COURT: I don't know how the jury is, but the Court is 
having difficulty in understanding you. Please speak clearly and dis- 
tinctly. 

Keep your voice up so we can hear you. 

THE WITNESS: When I first-- 

THE COURT: Proceed. 

THE WITNESS: When I first saw Johnny, Trent and myself 
was on the corner of 14th and U, right next to the jewelry store. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Yes. A. And Johnny and Dorothy Washington was coming 
down the street. She called Trent and he went over and talked to her. 
That's the first time I saw him. 

And I saw him on two other occasions up at her house. 

Q. When was this? These other two occasions? A. It was in 
the month of June. 

Q. Could they have been on June the 14th and June the 22d, or 
not? A. I don't actually remember the actual date. 

Q. Were you in the presence of Trent when you went -- or ran 
across Johnny, or Johnny came in, however it happened, at 1722 U? 
A. Well, yes, I was with Trent. 


149 Q. Would you tell us what conversation took place between 


yourself, Trent and Johnny, the first time you met him, at the U 
Street address? A. Well, I wasn't included in the conversation. I 
didn't actually hear what they were saying, but after Trent and I later 
was together, he told me what they said, that he wanted him to get him 
some stuff, and Trent refused. 

Q. Do you know--did Trent tell you why he refused? A. Trent 
say he didn't know anything about the man. 

Q. And that was it? A. That was it. 

Q. .How about the second time that you met Johnny at that 
address? A. The second time I met him I didn't have anything to 
say to him, which I never did. I only stayeda few minutes and I left. 


83 
Shortly afterwards, about a half hour later, I saw him come up 18th 
Street. | 
Q. Who? A. Johnny. 
Q. Yes. A. And he asked me did I get my posiness| ae 
with Dot, with Dorothy. And I asked him what was he cunts about. 
I kept walking, and didn't say no more to him. | 
Did you ever sell any stuff to Trent? A. No, I didn't. 
Did you ever buy any stuff from Trent? A. No. 


Q 
Q. Did you ever try to buy any from Trent? A. No. 

Q. You know Trent to be an addict, do you not? A. a do. 
Q. Are you familiar with his habit? A. Iam. | 

Q. Are you familiar with whether or not he was eniployed 


during any time this year? A. I can't say. 

Q. Do you know where he got his money to supply his habit ? 
A. He's a booster. 

Q. What is a booster? A. Well, that's a person that's a thief. 

Q. Shoplifter? A. Shoplifter. 

Q. Assuch? A. That's right. 

MR.ROGERS: Your witness. 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. How old are you, son? A. Twenty-six. 

Q. How long have you been on the stuff ? A. Since "55. 

Q. What? A. Oh, I first started using it in '55--1955. 

Q. You have been on heroin for about four years; is that right? 
A. Ihave been locked up ever since 1955 until this year. | 

Q. What? A. I just came out of the penitentiary this year. 

Q. What were you inthe penitentiary for "yd :\ Possession-- 
sale and possession of narcotics. | 

Q. For selling narcotics? A. Yes. 

Q. And possession; is that right? A. That's right. 

Q. And you say you knew Trent during the month of June of 
1959? A. I did. | 
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Q. And you were with Trent, you Say, one night, up at 14th 
and Euclid Street, did you say, or did you say "U" Street? A. I said 
U Street, and it wasn't at night. It was in the evening. | 

Q. Inthe evening. And you and Trent were together; is that 

152 right? A. That's right. 

Q. And that's the first time that you saw Agent Coursey; is 
that right? A. Well, his name was Johnny. That's the first time I 
saw Johnny. 

Q. You knew him as "Johnny3' isn't that right? A. Yes. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Stand up, Coursey, so we will be talking 
about the same person. 

(Mr. Coursey complied:) 

BY MR. McLAUGHLIN: 

Q. That's the fellow you are talking about? A. Yes. 

Q. You knew him as "Johnny;" isn't that right? A. Yes. 

Q. And you saw him at that time on the street; isn't that right? 
A. No. At that time I saw him on the street. 

Q. That's what I say, onthe street. That's the first time you 
ever saw him? A. The first time I saw him on the street. 

Q. And then the next time you saw him was where? A. 1722 
U Street, Northwest. 

Q. 1722 U Street, Northwest. And whereabouts in 1722 did you 


see him? A. It was in the front room. 
153 . And is that Dorothy's place? A. That's Dorothy's place. 
. And were youthere? A. Icame in. 
. What were you doing there? A. Well, I often go to see her. 
. See who? A. Dorothy. 
. Dorothy? A. Yes. 
. Andwhile you were in those premises, did you ever use 


narcotics, in those premises? A. In Dorothy's place? 

Q. Yes. A. Yes. 

Q. And when you would use the narcotics, would Trent be 
present? A. Not all the time. 
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Q. Well, let's say some of the time? A. Occasionally, maybe. 
Q. What? A. Onoccasions, maybe. | 
Q. Now, while in those premises, did Trent ever inject--no, I 
154 will reframe that. 
On those occasions, in those premises, when you would use 
narcotics, would Johnny be there--that is, Coursey? A. No. 
Q. You say he was never there? A. Was never there when I 
was there. | 
Q. He was never there? A. No. 
Q. And he was never there when you used narcotics | in the place? 
A. Inever seen him there. | 
Q. What? A. Not unless he was upstairs, in another room. 
Q. Now, do you remember the day when you were using nar- 
c otics and Trent loosened up the turn key on your arm tourniquet ? 
A. No. | 
Q. Do you know what I mean by that? A. Yes, I =a what 
you mean. 


Q. What do you mean? A. The tie-up--the tourniquet is 


something just to bring your veins up. 

Q. And you use a tourniquet, don't you, when you inject in 
your arms? A. Yes, you can call it a tourniquet. 

155 Q. So as to make the veins stand out so you can hit it easier; 
isn't that right? A. Yes, that's right. 

Q. Now, when you would use the narcotics in those premises, 
where would you get the narcotics? A. Oh, sometimes Dot would get 
them for me. 

Q. What? A. Sometimes Dot would get them for me . 

Q. Dot? A. Dorothy. 

Q. Dorothy? 

Well, when Dorothy would get them for you, who wou ald she send 
after them? A. She would go herself. 

Q. Did anyone else ever get them for you while nies in 


those premises? A. No. 
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Q. What? A. No, they didn't. 

Q. Isn't it a fact that the day that I am talking about, when Trent 
loosed up the tourniquet on your arm, that he gave you narcotics that 
day? A. No, he didn't. 

Q. While Officer Coursey was in--agent Coursey, or John 
Coursey or Johnny, as you know him, was in those premises, isn't it 

156 a fact on one occasion that Trent went out and brought in nar- 
cotics and gave you some? A. No, he didn't. 

Q. You never sent him after narcotics? A. I never did. 

Q. Well, now, let me ask you this: 

During the month of July of 1959, what was your habit? 

A. You have got to specify a specific date, because I was in jail in 
July. 

Q. Well, in June. I'm talking about June, when you were in 
1722 U Street; what was your habit? A. What was my habit? 

Q. Yes. A. Sometimes I take three times a day. 

Q. What? A. Take off about three times a day. 

Q. You take off about three times a day. 

And how many caps would you use on each take-off? A. Three. 

Q. Three caps; is that right? A. That's right. 

Q. Well, now, you had a source of supply, didn't you? A. Yes. 

Q. Well, now, who was your source of supply? A. Like I 

157 said, I usually get them from Dorothy. 

Q. Was she your only source of supply? A. No, she wasn't 
my only source of supply. 

Q. So that you knew where to get them besides going to 1722 
U Street; is that right? A. That's where I usually went. 

Q. What? A. That's where I usually went. 

Q. Well, now, would you use them in that place, 1722, when 
you bought it? A. Yes, I wouldn't walk the street with them. 

Q. What? A. Yes, I wouldn't go out on the street with them. 


Q. In other words, you would use them while you are in there; 
is that right? A. That's right. 
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Q. Now, isn't it a fact that on these occasions that Trent went 
out and got you narcotics? A. He never got me any narcotics. 

Q. Never got any narcotics for you? A. Never. 

How did you buy your narcotics? A. I'ma thief. 
What? A. I'ma thief. 
You're a thief too? A. Iam. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: That's all. 

MR. ROGERS: No question. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: That's all, son. 

(The witness left the stand. » 
MR. ROGERS: Officer Bonaparte. 
Thereupon 
JOHN HURST BONAPARTE 
a witness, called for and on behalf of the defendant, having been first 
duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: | 
DIRECT EXAMINATION | 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Officer Bonaparte, state your full name and assignment, 
please. A. John Hurst Bonaparte, assigned to the Narcotics Squad, 
Metropolitan Police Department. | 

Q. Now, Officer Bonaparte, how long have you been a ‘euemper 
of the Metropolitan Police Department, in years? A. si aa 


6-1/2 years. 

Q. How long have you been on the Narcotics saved? A. About 
three years. 

Q. Now, during that period of time, have you had any eecia 
training concerning narcotics and addicts, and their habits, an so 
forth? A. Yes, sir, I have. | 

159 Q. Now, Officer Bonaparte, are you acquainted with | the defend- 
ant in this action, Thomas E. Trent? A. In this particular action? 

Q. This defendant here (indicating)? A. Oh, yes, i I know 
the defendant. | 


Q. At any time during the year 1959, have you had occasion to 
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investigate premises 1722 U Street, Washington, D.C. 2? A. Yes, sir, 
I have. 

Q. Now, during that period of time--during the course of your 
investigation, have you had occasion to also check out this defendart ? 
A. Yes, sir, I had occasion to arrest the defendant. 

Q. On what charge? A. He was charged with investigation, I 
believe, at the time I arrested him. 

Q. And what happened as a result of that, Officer? A. I be- 
lieve we released him. He might have been sent to the hospital. 

Q. What was the purpose of your arresting him on investigation ? 
A. We had received information that he was peddling narcotic drugs. 

Q. And, as a matter of fact, after your investigation, you say 

160 he was released? A. Yes, Sir. We didn't have-- 

MR. ROGERS: That's all. 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: That's all I have. I have nothing to ask 
him, Your Honor. 

* * * 

161 CORA PAULINE KENNY 
a witness, called for and on behalf of the defendant, having been first 
duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 
DIRECT EXAMINATION 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Now, Mrs. Kenny, would you state your full name, please ? 

A. My name is Cora Pauline Kenny. 

THE COURT: Now, just a moment, please: 


It's necessary for you to keep your voice up so that all the mem- 


bers of the jury and all the counsel at the tables can hear you. Please 
bear that in mind, keep your voice up. 

Please repeat your name. 

THE WITNESS: Cora Pauline Kenny. 

BY MR. ROGERS: 

Q. Where do you live, Mrs. Kenny? A. 2229 12th Place, 
Northwest. 
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Q. Here in Washington, D. C.? A. Yes. 
Q. Now, Mrs. Kenny, what relation is the defendant Thomas 
C. Trent to you? A. He is my grandson. 
Q. During the period of April and May of this year, was he 
living with you, Mrs. Kenny? A. Yes, he was living with me. 
Q. And during the period of April, 1959, was he not in the 
hospital? A. He was in the hospital. 
Q. Now, up until May of this year, how long had he been ‘living 
with you? A. Well, he would live with me, you know, come backwards 
163 and forwards, but that was his regular home. | 
Q. Your home was his regular home? A. Yes. 
Q. You know him to be an addict, do you not? A. Yes, Ido. 
* * * * | 
165 Q. Now, Mrs. Kenny, do you know Dorothy Washington ? 
A. Yes, Ido. : 
Q. When is the last time you have seen her ? A. I geen her 
the 27th day of November, when my daughter got married. She came 
to my house and knocked on my door and the child told me that she say 
that she wanted to see me. 
* * * * 
Q. Mrs. Kenny, do you know where Dorothy Washington is 
now? A. No. They told me she lived at 1108 Columbia Road, but I 
don't know where she lives. | 
* * * * 
Washington, D. C. 
Tuesday, December 8, 1959 


* * * * 


MR. ROGERS: If Your Honor please, may we approach the 


bench? 
THE COURT: You may. 
(AT THE BENCH:) 
MR. ROGERS: If Your Honor please, now that the aeidence is 
all in, I'll renew my motion to dismiss this indictment and ask Your 
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Honor for a judgment of acquittal here for the defendant. 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. ROGERS: I'll repeat the same grounds which I gave yes- 
terday to Your Honor at the close of the Government's case, starting 
with the entrapment, of course. 

I will say this to Your Honor again, as a matter of law under the 
Sorrells Case, the Government witness testified that he did approach 
the defendant; the defendant never once approached him, to sell to the 
Government agent, that the Government agent approached him at each 
and every turn. 

Now, this would indicate-- 

THE COURT: What is the case you are relying on? 

MR. ROGERS: On the Sorrells Case, Your Honor please, 
Sherman and Sorrells cases. 

THE COURT: Oh-- 

MR. ROGERS: S-o-r-r-e-l-l-s. 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. ROGERS: In that case, the opinion very plainly stated 
that if the design was implanted into an innocent person--and in this 
situation the defendant must interpret the word "innocent" loosely; he 
had no intent to sell to the Governne nt agent such--as a matter of fact , 
he refused him admittedly by the Government agent, and later on he 
sold to the Government agent when he needed the--his own doses. 
This was on-- 

THE COURT: Not so loud. 

MR. ROGERS: I'm sorry. 

This was uncontradicted on the stand, and I say by his own ad- 


mission the defendant, the Government's agent's, own admission, he 
entrapped the defendant, talking about sales; and if, in the ordinary 
sales situation, usually the seller comes to the purchaser and tries 


to get the purchaser to buy. This is the purpose of sales, for profit. 
There was no profit made here. The defendant very plainly indicated 
there was no profit made here. The inducement was on the part of the 
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Government agent. The design was on the part of the Government 
agent. The misrepresentation was on the part of the Government agent 
and/or the informant in the second count. 

So I say to Your Honor, that under that decision I believe it fits 
on all fours, this particular fact situation indicating entrapment. 

Now, along with that defense of entrapment on this motion, I 
come back to the speedy trial proposition. We talk about Dorothy 

Washington. The grandmother testified that Dorothy Washington 
--she had seen her--she was using a different name. She had her 
daughter go look for her. I had the marshal looking for her for over 
two weeks, two different addresses. I can't find her. She would bea 
very important witness here, just couldn't get her. She was a Govern- 
ment informer. The Government agent testified she was a Government 
informer. Here she helped him. She was going to make--the one that 
made the arrangement between the defendant and the complaining wit- 
ness for the Government. We can't get her nor could we get any of 
the other witnesses. The Government agent didn't know who they were, 
but he said that he saw a transaction between the defendant and a group 
of men. He didn't know what the transaction was yet he was in the 
room with him. | 

You see, none of these witnesses are available, nor Be 
available, so I say, relying again on the speedy trial and I rely on the 
Provoo Case, Your Honor. | 

So I ask Your Honor at this time on those two grounds, on the 
ground of the Prince Case which we discussed yesterday as to whether 
or not he was a procurer or a seller; I think the evidence is plain that 
he was nothing other than a procurer if he was that, if the defense of 


entrapment fails, that he was nothing but a procurer from ee evidence 
from the stand. 


So I ask Your Honor in the alternative definition of the indict- 
ment pending against the defendant at this time, acquit the defendant 
or strike counts 6 and 3 at this time, the sale counts. | 

THE COURT: Well, the Court has listened carefully to your 
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statement. The Court has already indicated its ruling on this and 
doesn't feel that anything has developed since you last made the motion 
that would cause the Court to change its view. 


The Court doesn't feel that the motion on the ground of failure 
of speedy trial is sustainable; and on the entrapment the Court has 
already stated that it will instruct fully. 

The Court feels that it presents a question of fact for a jury's 
determination. The Court has indicated the instruction which it will 
give under the Third Circuit decision handed down this year which has 
been made clear to you in conference between you and the Government 


counsel, and the Court in Chambers, so the motion will be noted. 
The motion will be overruled. 
Counsel may proceed with the argument. Very well. 
(Thereupon, at about 10:07 o'clock a.m., counsel proceeded 
with argument to the jury. 


Washington, D. C. 
Tuesday, December 8, 1959 

The above-entitled matter came on for further hearing at 
10:00 a.m. before THE HONORABLE CHARLES F. McLAUGHLIN, 
Judge, anda jury. 

* * 

JURY CHARGE 

THE COURT: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, the case upon 
which you are sitting as jurors, the case of the United States versus 
Thomas E. Trent, in these instructions I shall at times refer to said 
Thomas E. Trent as the defendant. 

The indictment of the grand jury sets forth the charges against 
the defendant. The indictment consists of six counts and reads as 
follows, quote: 

"The grand jury charges, first count: On or about 

June 14, 1959, within the District of Columbia, Thomas E. 

Trent did sell, barter, exchange and give away to John T. 
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Coursey a narcotic drug, that is, two capsules containing a 
mixture totaling about 130 milligrams of heroin hydrochloride 
and milk sugar not in pursuance of a written order written for 
that purpose from the said John P. Coursey as provided by law. 

"Second count: On or about June 14, 1959, the same 
date as Count 1, within the District of Columbia, Thomas E. 
Trent purchased, sold, dispensed and distributed not in the 
original stamped package and not from the original stamped 
package, a narcotic drug, that is, two capsules containing a 
mixture totaling about 130 milligrams of heroin hydrochloride, 
quinine hydrochloride and milk sugar. This is the same heroin 
hydrochloride which is mentioned in the first count of this in- 
dictment. 
"Third count: On or about June 14, again the ‘same date 
arises out of three transactions, three counts, on or about 
June 14, 1959, within the District of Columbia, Thomas E. 


Trent facilitated the concealment and sale of a narcotic drug, 
that is, two capsules containing a mixture totaling about 130 
milligrams of heroin hydrochloride, quinine hydrochloride 
and milk sugar after said heroin hydrochloride had been im- 
ported with the knowledge of Thomas E. Trent into the United 


States contrary to law. This is the same heroin hydrochloride 
which is mentioned in the first and second counts of the indict- 
ment. 

Now, the first three counts of the indictment, as you will note, 
have to do with circumstances, transactions alleged to have taken 
place on June 14th and out of that transaction there come the three 
counts of the indictment which the Court has just read you with relation 
to the transaction on June 14th. 

Now, the fourth, fifth and sixth counts of the indictment coin- 
cide in this way with the first three counts. The fourth count of the 

indictment is in the same wordage as the first count of the 
indictment save that the transaction is a transaction alleged to have 
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taken place on June 22, 1959, whereas as you recall, the first count of 
the transaction is alleged to have taken place June 14th and the amount 
of the heroin involved alleged to be involved in this, the fourth count, 
is 300 milligrams whereas the first count is 130 milligrams. 

In other words, the first count and the fourth counts coincide 
except as to date and amount of the alleged material. 

And the fifth count, second count and the fifth count, coincide 
with those exceptions and the third count and the sixth count coincide. 

In other words, the first three counts grow out of a transaction 
alleged to have taken place on June 14; the last three counts grow out 
of a transaction alleged to have taken place on June 22, all 1959, in the 
District of Columbia. 

Now, you will take the indictment with you into the jury room far 
your information and for such use as you may see fit to make of it. It 


is for your information and use and you may take it into the jury room; 
likewise if you desire to do so you will be entitled to take any material 


that's been introduced in this case into the jury room, any exhibits if 
y ou care to. 

The charges contained in the sixth count of the indictment have 
just been read to you. These charges will be explained to you in detail 
in the course of these instructions, and the provisions of the sections 

of the statute, that is, the law, involved will be quoted to you 
for your information and guidance. As stated, you will take the indict- 
ment into the jury room and you may refer to it if you see fit to do so 
during your deliberations and make such use of it as you deem 
necessary and desirable during the course of your deliberations. 

You have heard the evidence and the statements and arguments 
of counsel for the prosecution, for the Government, and for the defend- 
ant. It now becomes your duty to determine whether the defendant is 
guilty or not guilty of the offenses with which he is charged. 

Before discussing the charge against the defendant in detail, I 
shall first summarize for you the general principles of law that must 
govern you and guide you in determining the issues in this case. 
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It is the function and the duty of the jury to determine the 
issues of fact. It is the duty of the Court to instruct you ladies and 
gentlemen of the jury as to the principles and rules of law governing 
the case. You are bound and obligated to follow the Court's instrue- 


tions as to the law and to take the law from the Court. 

On the other hand, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, you are 
the sole judges of the facts and you must determine the facts for your - 
selves solely upon the evidence presented at this trial. : 

The Court has read the indictment to you in order that you may 
know exactly what offenses the defendant is charged with having com- 
mitted. The fact that a defendant is charged with a crime and has 
been indicted is not to be taken as any indication of his guilt. An in- 
dictment is an allegation or charge or claim that the defendant is guilty 
of the crime described or named. It is an accusation that the defend- 
ant is guilty. It is not a statement that the defendant is guilty and is 
not, and is not to be considered by the jury, as any evidence that the 
defendant is guilty of the crime with which he is charged with having 
committed. The sole purpose of an indictment is to bring a defendant 
before the court. An indictment is merely the machinery and the 
procedure provided by law for placing a defendant on trial. You will 
bear in mind this instruction as to the character and purpose of an 
indictment in connection with the specific instructions concerning the 
indictment in this case which the Court will give you later during the 
course of these instructions. | 

When the defendant was arraigned, he pleaded not guilty to each 
and every count of the indictment. Every defendant in a criminal case 
is presumed to be innocent. This presumption of innocence attaches 
to the defendant throughout the trial. , 

Having given you the foregoing instructions as to the general 
principles of the law which you are to bear in mind, I shall now in- 
struct you in detail as to the particular offenses alleged in the indict- 

ment to be involved and the specific laws rer to said 
alleged offenses. 
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The defendant is charged with violations of the law relating to 
narcotics. Narcotics have a recognized legitimate use in medicine and, 
on the other hand, their use when not under the supervision of a physi- 
cian is regarded as dangerous and as susceptible of an evil influence. 
For this reason traffic in narcotics is regulated by law so that narcotics 
may be available for medical purpose under the supervision of a phy- 
sician but in order that they may not be obtained for illicit and illegiti- 
mate uses. Accordingly sale and purchase of narcotics are permitted 
only pursuant to a doctor's prescription. A further safeguard is pre- 
scribed by the law in that packages containing narcotics lawfully sold 
and dispensed must bear an Internal Revenue Stamp and all sales of 
narcotics must be made in or from the original stamped package. All 
traffic in narcotics outside the channels prescribed by law I have just 
indicated is illicit and because of the detrimental effect on the com- 
munity is regarded as criminal. 

The Court has already read to you the indictment, that is, the 
charges made against the defendant. These counts charge the defend- 
ant with violations of three sections of the United States Code, namely, 


Counts 1 and 4, which I have already described to you, charging vio- 
lation of Section 4705 (a) of Title 26 of the United States Code, Counts 
2 and 5 charging violation of Section 4704 (a) of Title 26 of the United 
States Code, and Counts 3 and 6 charging violation of Section 174, 
Title 21 of said Code. 
I shall now instruct you specifically regarding the above- 


designated sections of the Code, namely, Section 4705 (a) as to Counts 
1 and 4, Section 4704 (a) as to Counts 2 and 5, and Section 174 as to 
Counts 3 and 6. 

As to Counts 1 and 3, as the Court has advised you, they con- 
tain charges of violation of Section 4705 (a) and Title 26 of the Code. 

Now, as to Section 4705 (a) of Title 26, violations ofwhich are 
charged as stated in Counts 1 and 4, of the indictment, you are instruc- 
ted that Section 4705 (a) reads as follows, and I quote from the statute, 
Section 4705 (a), quote: 
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"It shall be unlawful for any person to sell, barter, 
exchange, or give away narcotic drugs except in pursyance of 

a written order of the person to whom such article is sold, 

bartered, exchanged or given away on a form to be issued in 

blank for that purpose by the Secretary of the Treasury or 

his delegate," | 
end quote from the statute. | 

The Court goes on with the instructions. In other words, the 
violation to which the statute refers consists of the doing of acts which 
the statute declares to be unalwful, namely selling, bartering, ex- 
changing, or giving away narcotic drugs except pursuant to a written 
order filled out on a blank form sseued by the Treasury Department. 

As to Section 4704 (a) of Title 34. 1 violations of which are 
charged in Counts 2 and 5 of the Indictment, you are instructed that 
said Section 4704 (a) reads as follows, and I quote from that section of 
the statute; quote: i 

"It shall be unlawful for any person to purchase, sell, 
dispense, or distribute narcotic drugs except in the original 
stamped package or from the original stamped package and 
the absence of appropriate tax-paid stamps from narcotic 
drugs shall be prime facie evidence of a violation of this 
subsection by the person in whose possession the same may 
be found. "' 

End of quote from the statute, and the Court goes on with the 
instruction. In other words, the violations to which the statute just 
read refers consist of purchasing, selling,dispensing, or distributing 
a narcotic drug except in the original stamped package or from the 
original stamped package. | 

Now, the law does not require direct proof of a purchase, sale, 
dispensing, or distributing or distribution of a drug in this ection. 
That is, if it is proved beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant 
had possession of this drug and that while in his possession there 


were no appropriate tax-paid stamps for those drugs, those facts 
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constitute a prime facie evidence, constitute prime facie evidence of a 
violation of the statute and you, the jury, may find the defendant guilty 
on that charge if you see fit to do so without requiring any further proof. 
10 Now, as to Section 174, Title 21 of the United States Code, vio- 
lations of which are charged in Counts 3 and 6 of the indictment, you 
are instructed that the pertinent part of said Section 174 reads as fol- 
lows, and I quote from the Statute, Section 174, quote: 
"If any person facilitates the concealment or sale of any 
narcotic drug after same has been imported or brought into the 

United States, knowing the same to have been inported contrary 

to law, such person shall, upon conviction, be punished as the 

statute provides." 

End of quote; that concludes the reading of the section of the 
Statute, 174 and the Court goes on with the instructions. 

Now, in this section of the statute, namely, Section 174, it is 
provided that any person shall be punished as the statute provides who 
is convicted of facilitating the concealment or sale after importation 
of any narcotic drug which the defendant then and there well knew had 
been imported into the United States of America contrary to law; but, 
the law further goes on to state that the Government does not have to 


prove every element of the offense as the statute analyzes it but if the 
defendant is shown beyond reasonable doubt to have had possession 

of the narcotic drug referred to in Section 174, Title 21, U.S. 
Code, which the Court has just read to you, the last section just read, 


such possession shall be deemed sufficient evidence to authorize con- 
viction unless the defendant explains the possession to the satisfaction 
of the jury. 

In other words, if you find beyond a reasonable doubt that the 
defendant had possession of the narcotic drugs with which he is charged 
in the indictment with having had possession, in the District of Colum- 
bia, then from that fact alone, if you find that that fact has been es- 
tablished beyond a reasonable doubt, you are at liberty to find the 
defendant guilty of a violation of the statute without anything more 
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unless said defendant either by himself or by some other witnesses 


explains the possession of the drug to your satisfaction. 

The burden of proof is on the government to prove the defendant's 
guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. Unless the Government sustains this 
burden and proves beyond a reasonable doubt that the defendant has 
committed every element of the offenses with which he is charged, you, 
the jury, must find him not guilty. 

I said a moment ago that the burden is on the Government to 
prove the defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. Proof beyond 
a reasonable doubt does not mean proof beyond any doubt whatsoever. 
It means proof to a moral certainty and not necessarily proof to an 
absolute or mathematical certainty. By reasonable doubt, as its name 

implies, is meant a doubt based on reason, a doubt for which 
you can give a reason to yourself and not just any whimsical speculation 
or any capricious conjecture. Proof beyond a reasonable doubt simply 
means this: 

If, after an impartial comparison and consideration of all the 
evidence, you can say to yourself that you are not satistiedot the de- 
fendant's guilt, then you have a reasonable doubt. | 

On the other hand, if after such impartial comparison and con- 
sideration of all the evidence, you can truthfully and candidly say to 
yourself that you have an abiding conviction of the defendant's guilt 
such as you would be willing to act upon in the more ee and impor- 
tant matters relating to your own affairs, then you have no reasonable 
doubt. | 

In other words, proof beyond a reasonable doubt is proof which 
will result in an abiding conviction of the defendant's guilt upon your 
part, such a conviction as you would be willing to act upon in the more 
weighty and important matters relating to your own affairs. : 

In determining whether the Government has established the 
charges against the defendant beyond a reasonable doubt, you will 
consider and weigh the testimony of all the witnesses who have testified 
before you and take into account all the circumstances surrounding and 
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concerning which testimony has been introduced. 

13 You are the sole judges of the credibility of the witnesses. In 
other words you, and you alone, are to determine whether to believe 
any witness and the extent to which such witness should be credited and 
in reaching a conclusion as to the credibility of any witness and in 
weighing the testimony of any witness, you may consider the demeanor 
and the behavior of the witness on the witness stand, the witness' 
manner of testifying, whether the witness impresses you as a truth- 
telling individual, whether the witness impresses you as having an 
accurate memory and recollection and whether the witness has any in- 
terest in the outcome of this case. All these matters as well as any 
other factors that appear to you as having a bearing on the matter, you 
may consider and weigh in determining what witnesses to believe and 
the extent to which to credit them. 

If you find that any witness wilfully testified falsely as to any 
material fact concerning which the witness could not in your judgment 
have possibly been mistaken, you are then at liberty if you deem it 
wise to do so, to disregard the entire testimony of such witness or to 
disregard any part of the testimony of such witness which you may see 
fit to disregard. 

The fact that a defendant has previously been convicted of 


criminal offenses has no bearing on the question of guilt or innocence 


of the charges on which he is being tried in this case. The law admits 
the criminal record as to any person who takes the witness stand 
solely for the purpose of assisting the jury in determining whether or 

not to believe the witness. Any fact that may tend to show that 
a witness may not be a truth-telling individual is admissible in respect 
to such witness whether the witness is the defendant or any other wit- 
ness. Consequently, you may consider the defendant's criminal rec- 
ord not as bearing’ on the question of guilt or innocence because the 
defendant's guilt must be established by evidence irrespective of what 
his past may be but you may give consideration to his criminal record 
if you see fit to do so, but any such consideration by you shall be 
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solely for the purpose and for any help you may derive from it in de- 
termining whether he was a trustworthy witness when he took the 
witness stand and whether his testimony should be believed. 

In this case you have heard the testimony of the defendant, of a 


police officer, and of a Government agent. You are instructed that in 
weighing the credibility of a defendant, of a police officer, and a Gov- 
ernment agent, you should consider the interest which the witness 
might have in the result of a case. : 

Where a witness has a direct personal interest in the result, 
there is a strong temptation to color, pervert, or withhold facts. This 
rule applies to the defendant, police officer and the Government agent 
as well as to all other witnesses in the case. | 

If you believe that the undercover Government agent, John T. 
Coursey, asked the defendant Thomas E. Trent to get some narcotics 

for him and thereupon the defendant undertook to act ‘in the 
prospective purchaser's behalf rather than his own and in so doing 
purchased the drug from a third person with whom he was not associ- 
ated in selling, and thereafter delivered it to the buyer, the defendant 
would not be a seller and could not be convicted under Counts 3 and 6 
of this indictment charging a violation of Title 21, Section 174 of the 


United States Code, which section the Court has read and explained to 


you. 

The defendant in this case makes the defense that he was en- 
trapped into committing the offenses which he is charged with having 
committed by an employe or agent of the Government and that for that 
reason he is not guilty. In other words, he raises the defense of what 
is known in the law as "Entrapment."" Of course, if he was entrapped, 
he cannt be found guilty. It is for you to determine from all the evi- 
dence and under these instructions whether he was entrapped. 

As to the defense of entrapment, you are instructed as follows: 
The fact that officers or employes of the Government merely afford 
opportunities or facilities for the commission of an offense does not 
defeat the prosecution. Artifice and stratagem may be employed to 
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catch persons engaged in criminal enterprises. If the criminal intent 
originates in the mind of the defendant, the fact that the officer of the 
Government uses truthful statements to furnish opportunities or to aid 
the accused in the commission of a crime in order successfully to 

prosecute him therefor constitutes no defense to such prosecution. 

If officers or employes of the Government have a strong suspicion 
that a person is a law violator or if that person does something himself 
to invite the invitation to commit a crime, officers or employes of the 
Government then have a right to accord an opportunity to this suspected 
law violator to commit the crime. This method of detecting criminals 
and suppressing crime is frequently regarded as essential to the en- 
forcement of the law. 

On the other hand, if the accused had never previously committed 
such an offense as that with which he is charged and never conceived any 
intention of committing any such offense and had not the means to do so, 


but the criminal design originated with the agent of the Government and 


he implanted in the mind of the innocent person the disposition to com- 
mit the alleged offense and induced its commission in order that the 
Government may prosecute, then the law regards such a course of 
action on the part of the Government agent as entrapment, which is 
fatal to the prosecution and entitles the defendant to a verdict of not 
guilty. 

In other words, if a Government agent places into the mind of 
someone else that he should commit a crime when that idea was not 
in that person's mind until it was so placed, and that person commits 
the crime, he cannot be convicted if the person who placed that thought 
in his mind does it for the purpose of entrapping him. 

17 As previously stated, it is for you, the jury, to determine from 
all the evidence and under these instructions whether entrapment 
occurred in this case. You are not bound to decide in conformity with 
the testimony of a number of witnesses which does not produce convic- 
tion in your mind as against the declarations of a lesser number which 
appeals to your mind with more convincing force. 
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This rule of law does not mean that you are at liberty to disre- 
gard the testimony of the greater number of witnesses merely from 
caprice or prejudice or from desire to favor one side as against the 
other. It does mean that you are not to decide an issue by the simple 
process of counting the number of witnesses who have testified on the 
opposite side. It means that the final test is not in the relative num- 
ber of witnesses but in the relative convincing force of the evidence. 

The Court instructs you that if there is a conflict in the evi- 
dence in this case on any fact or circumstance tending to establish 
either the guilt or the innocence of the defendant, a part of which is in 
favor of the theory of the Government and a part of which is in favor 
of the theory of the defendant, and you should entertain a reasonable 
doubt as to which is true, then it is your duty in arriving at your ver- 
dict to adopt the evidence or the theory or the conclusion which is 
most favorable to the defendant. | 

At times during the trial the Court has been called upon to 
make rulings on certain legal matters, that is, on questions involving 
the law. Rulings on questions of law are the concern of the Court 
solely. Your concern is solely with questions of fact, and with the 
application of the Court's instructions as to the testimony and the 
other evidence in the case as those instructions relate to your deter- 
minations of fact. | 

Your verdict must not be influenced by the decisions | ‘on mat- 
ters of law made by the Court during the trial except as those decisions 
are reflected in the Court's instructions to the jury. 

Throughout the trial the Court has made rulings on the question 
as to whether certain offered evidence might properly be admitted.” 
You are not to be concerned with the reasons for such rulings by the 
Court and are not to draw any inferences from them. Whether evi- 
dence is admissible is purely a question of law for the Court's deter- 
mination. | 

In admitting evidence to which objection is made, the Court 


does not determine what weight should be given such evidence. Any 
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ruling by the Court permitting testimony to be given or other evidence 
to be introduced is not to be considered by you, the Jury, as any indi- 
cation as to what weight said testimony or other evidence may or may 
not have. What weight is to be given to evidence is strictly a matter 
for you, the jury, to determine for yourselves. 

Nor does the Court pass upon the credibility of any witness who 
testifies. A ruling by the Court permitting a witness to testify or give 
evidence is not to be considered by you, the jury, as any indication as 
to what the credibility of that witness may or may not be. The credi- 
bility of a witness is likewise a matter for you, the jury, to determine 


for yourselves. 
On the other hand, as to any offer of evidence that may have been 
rejected by the Court, you, of course, must not consider such evidence 


and as to any question to which an objection was sustained, you must 
not conjecture or guess as to what the answer might have been or as to 
the reason for the objection or for the ruling of the Court. 

As I have already instructed you ladies and gentlemen of the 
jury, you are to determine the facts for yourselves, solely upon the 
evidence presented at the trial. 

Now, in this connection, you are instructed that the statements 
or arguments by counsel, the attorneys for the Governne nt and for 
the defendant, statements or arguments by the lawyers, are not evi- 
dence and are not to be taken or considered as evidence. Arguments 
by lawyers are made to assist you in analyzing and construing and 
appraising and evaluating the evidence and are to be so considered and 
so considered only by you. 

Arguments of counsel have an important place in the case and 
should be carefully listened to and considered by you, the jury, but 
not as evidence and only for the purpose indicated by the Court. 

20 Every case is to be determined without bias, prejudice or 
sympathy for or against either side and solely upon the testimony of 
the witnesses under oath and the evidence and the Court's instructions 
as to the law. 
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You have now heard the Court's instructions. If in all these 
instructions from the beginning to end, any rule, direction, or idea 
be stated in varying ways, that is, in different ways, no emphasis 
thereon is intended by me and none must be inferred by you. For that 
reason, you are not to single out any certain sentence or any individual 
point or instruction and ignore the others. But you are to consider all 
the instructions as a whole and to regard each in the light of all the 
others. 

Now, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, I want you to take this 
matter and consider it deliberately in the light of the instructions whi h 
I have given you using the same ordinary common sense and ordinary 
intelligence which you would employ in determining any other important 
matter that you have occasion to decide in the course of your everyday 
life. | 
The Court has read the indictment to you and explained it to you 
and explained the offenses with which the defendant is charged in those 
counts of the indictment. The indictment consists of six counts charg- 
ing the defendant with violation of the narcotic laws of the United 
States. The Court has explained the offenses to you. You must con- 

sider each count of the indictment separately. You need not 
necessarily return the same verdict on any or all of the counts of the 
indictment. Bear in mind, ladies and gentlemen of the jury, y you are 
to return six separate verdicts. That is, one verdict on each of the 
six counts of the indictment and on each of these six counts of the in- 
dictment your verdict may be either guilty or not guilty. | 

Before commencing your deliberation you will choose one of 
your number foreman. Whenever you shall have arrived at a verdict, 
notify the marshal, whereupon you will be escorted back to the court- 
room to return your verdict. 

You will remain in your seats in order that the Court may now 
afford counsel on both sides an opportunity, if they desire, to 


approach the bench. Do counsel desire to approach the bench? 
MR. ROGERS: Yes, Your Honor. 
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(AT THE BENCH:) 

MR. ROGERS: Your Honor, I just have two points. 

THE COURT: Very well. 

MR. ROGERS: One is about the speedy trial-- 

MR. McLAUGHLIN: Oh, no, they have nothing to do with that. 

MR. ROGERS: Well, he talked about Washington who was a 
witness who was unavailable in this situation. 


THE COURT: You may make your offer or request and I will 

rule on it. 

MR. ROGERS: May I offer this instruction, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. ROGERS: As a jury instruction. (Indicating Paper.) 

THE COURT: Well, that will be refused. 

All right. 

MR. ROGERS: And if Your Honor please, just one other 
point. 

THE COURT: That will be shown in the record as the Court's 
ruling. 

MR. ROGERS: Yes, Defendant's jury instruction will be re- 
fused. 

THE COURT: Yes. 

MR. ROGERS: If Your Honor please, Mr. McLaughlin in his 
closing argument spoke about--he explained or defined a procurer and 
seller. I would ask Your Honor to admonish the jury that it is up to 
them to determine the difference between the procurer and the seller. 

THE COURT: I believe the Court, in the Court's judgment, 
the Court's instruction fairly and adequately covers that situation. 

MR. ROGERS: Thank you. 

THE COURT: And the Court will note the request and the 
Court will refuse the request for the instruction that counsel has 
given, the showing of that in the record. 

23 MR. ROGERS: Thank you, Your Honor. 


renal 
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| Filed December 8, 1959] 

On this 8th day of December, 1959, came again the parties 
aforesaid, in manner as aforesaid, and the same jury as aforesaid 
in this cause, the hearing of which was respited yesterday; whereupon 
the said jury, after hearing arguments of Counsel and instructions of 
the Court, retires to consider their verdict. The alternate juror is 
discharged. 

The said jury returns into Court and say upon their oath that 
the defendant is guilty as indicted. The jury is discharged, the defend- 
ant is remanded to the District of Columbia Jail, and the case is re- 


ferred to the Probation Office of the Court. 
| 


By direction of 


CHARLES F. McLAUGHLIN 
Presiding Judge 
Criminal Court #3 


Present: HARRY M. HULL, Clerk 
United States Attorney By /s/ Stephen A. Moynahan, Jr. 


By Arthur McLaughlin STS) 
Asst. U.S. Attorney | 


EK 


| Filed December 14, 1959] 
MOTION FOR A NEW TRIAL 

The defendant moves the Court to grant him a new trial for the 
following reasons: | 

1. A jury trial in the above numbered case was had in this 
Court on December 8, 1959. The defendant was found guilty on all 
six counts of the indictment. The Court erred in denying defendant's 
motion for acquittal made at the conclusion of the evidence. 

2. The verdict of the jury is contrary to the weight : of the 
evidence. 
3. The verdict is not supported by substantial evidence. 

4. The Court erred in refusing to charge the jury as requested 
regarding the defendant's rights to a speedy trial. 
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5. The defendant was substantially prejudiced and deprived of 
a fair trial by the reason of the following circumstances: The attorney 
for the government stated in his argument to the jury that the govern- 
ment, because of the viciousness of narcotics and its use in society, 
the government is determined to wipe out the traffic of same at all 
levels. 

6. And for such other reasons as may be brought to the atten- 
tion of the Court at the hearing of this Motion. 

; FRIED & ROGERS 
By /s/ Harold J. Rogers 


Points and Authorities: 
1. U.S. Constitution, Sixth Amendment. 
2. U.S. Constitution, Fifth Amendment. 
3. Rule 33, F.R. Crim. P. 


/s/ Harold J. Rogers 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
KK 


[ Certificate of Service] 


[ Filed January 8, 1960] 

On this 8th day of January, 1960, came the Attorney of the 
United States; the defendant in proper person and by his attorney, 
Harold J. Rogers, Esquire; whereupon the defendant's motion for a 
new trial in the above entitled case, coming on to be heard, after 
argument by counsel, is by the Court denied. 

The defendant is remanded to the District of Columbia Jail. 

By direction of 


Charles F. McLaughlin 

Presiding Judge 

Criminal Court #6 
Present: . HARRY M. HULL, Clerk 
United States Attorney By /s/ Alan B. David 


By Arthur McLaughlin Deputy Clerk 
Asst. U.S. Attorney *** 
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| Filed January 18, 1960] | 
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT | 
On this 15th day of January, 1960 came the attorney for th 
government and the defendant appeared in person and by his canis 


Harold J. Rogers, Esquire. 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant has been convicted upon his 
plea of not guilty and a verdict of guilty of the offense of VIOLATION OF 
THE FEDERAL NARCOTICS LAWS as charged and the court having 
asked the defendant whether he has anything to say why judgment should 
not be pronounced, and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown 
or appearing to the Court, 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant is guilty as changed land con- 
victed. 

It Is Adjudged that the defendant is hereby eats to the 
custody of the Attorney General or his authorized representative for 
imprisonment for a period of Five (5) years on Count 1; Five (5) 
years on each of Counts 3, 4 and 6; One (1) year to Three (3) years on 
each of Counts 2 and 5; Said sentences on Counts 2,3, 4,5, and 6 to 
run concurrently with each other and to run concurrently with the sen- 
tence imposed on Count 1. 

It Is Ordered that the Clerk deliver a certified copy | of this 
judgment and commitment to the United States Marshal or other quali- 
fied officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant. 


/s/ Charles F. McLaughlin 
United States District Judge 
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED 


Where the evidence disclosed that appellant was predisposed 
| to making unlawful sales of narcotics when offered the oppor- 
tunity to do so according to an already formed criminal design, 

and where the prosecution did not call as a witness a certain 
| “special employee” who was present when appellant made one 
' of the sales, in the opinion of the appellee the following ques- 
tions are presented: 

1. Whether the District Court erred in refusing to enter a 
| judgment of acquittal and in allowing the issue of whether 
_ appellant was entrapped to go to the jury? 

2. Whether the Government was required to call the “special 
' employee” as a witness where sufficient evidence was introduced 

establishing the appellant’s guilt? 


q@) 


Argument: 
L. The facts do not establish entrapment as a matter of law, and 
the District Court correctly submitted this issue to the 
Jury under proper instructions. 

II. The Government was under no obligation to present any 
particular witness; it sustained its burden when it presented 
sufficient evidence establishing appellant’s guilt........ a 
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BRIEF FOR APPELLEE 


COUNTERSTATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On October 5, 1959, there was filed in District Court a six- 
count indictment charging appellant with violations of 26 
US.C. §§ 4704(a) and 4705(a), and 21 US.C. § 174. Counsel 
was appointed to defend appellant and on October 16, 1959, ap- 
pellant entered pleas of not guilty. A trial by jury was had and 
on December 8, 1959, appellant was found guilty as charged. 
By judgment filed January 8, 1960, appellant was sentenced to 
a term of imprisonment for a period of five (5) years on count 
one; five (5) years on each of counts three, four and six; one 
(1) year to three (3) years on each of counts two and five; 
said sentences on counts two, three, four, five and six to run 
concurrently with each other and to run concurrently with the 
sentence imposed on count one. 

John Coursey, a special agent of the Federal Bureau of Nar- 
cotics, testified that on June 14, 1959, he had occasion to go 
to 1722 U Street, N.W. He had been on these premises many 
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times prior to that date (J.A.8). Upon arriving, the witness 
asked appellant if he could purchase the heroin he had re- 
quested the previous day (J.A. 9). Appellant told the wit- 
ness to see him “later on” (J.A.9). Approximately two hours 
later while outside the same premises, the witness gave appel- 
lant $6.00 to “purchase * * * four caps of heroin at $1.50 
each” (J.A. 10). Appellant told the witness to meet him at 
the corner of 18th and T Streets. After meeting appellant as 
directed, they walked to the vicinity of 1722 U Street where 
the witness’ car was parked. Appellant told the witness that 
the heroin was under the front seat of his car (J.A. 10). After 
the witness was unable to locate the heroin, appellant removed 
two capsules from a pillow on the front seat and handed them 
to the witness. These capsules were identified as Govern- 
ment’s Exhibit Number 1 (J.A. 11). At the time of the pur- 
chase, the witness did not give appellant an “order form is- 
sued by the Secretary of the Treasury for the purpose of pur- 
chasing narcotics” (J.A. 11), and the capsules did not contain 
@ government stamp of any kind (J.A.11). The witness next 
saw appellant on June 22, 1959 (J.A. 12). This was in the 
_premises at 1722 U Street (J.A. 12) at approximately 9 a.m. 
At this time a special employee of the Federal Bureau of Nar- 
cotics, one Dorothy Washington, advised the witness that ap- 
pellant was selling heroin and “had his own supply in the 
basement” (J.A. 13). She stated that she had ordered four 
capsules but did not have any money to pay appellant. She 
asked the witness to pay appellant and “take the evidence to 
the office” (J.A. 13). Thereafter, the witness gave appellant 
$6.00 for the purchase of four capsules of heroin. Appellant 
went to the basement and returned in approximately five min- 
utes with four capsules which he placed on a table (J.A. 13). 
These capsules were identified as Government’s Exhibit Num- 
ber 2 (J.A.14). The witness did not give appellant an “order 
form” and the capsules did not contain government stamps of 
any kind (J.A. 14). Upon cross-examination, the witness 
testified that he knew appellant for about two weeks prior to 
June 14, 1959 (J.A. 16). He had not been formally intro- 
duced but had met him through “association” with a group 
of people in the vicinity. The witness had been in the group 
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before appellant (Tr. 26). The witness had seen appellant 
use narcotics during this two-week period but did not know 
the source of his supply (J-A. 17). He initially spoke to ap- 
pellant about the purchase of narcotics about June 11, 1959 
(J.A. 19). Appellant stated that he didn’t know who the 
witness was or if he was a policeman (J.A. 19). The witness 
testified that he had purchased heroin from appellant and 
expressly denied that appellant had purchased heroin for the 
witness (J.A. 21). The purpose of the purchase was for use 
as evidence to prove appellant was selling heroin (J.A. 21). 
The witness saw narcotic paraphernalia in appellant’s apart- 
ment (J.A. 22). While in this apartment, he had also seen 
paraphernalia that could be used to “break down” narcotics 
for resale (J.A. 23). Prior to the first purchase of heroin, the 
witness told appellant that it was for a “girl friend” (J.A. 23). 

Upon redirect examination, the witness testified that on 
June 12, or 13, 1959, he had seen appellant sell narcotics to & 
group (J.A. 31). Upon recross-examination, he identified one 
of this group as a person known as “Little Butch” (J.A. 31). 
These persons entered the premises at 1722 U Street, where 
they had a conversation with appellant. The group then left 
the premises and went to the corner of 17th and U Streets. 
Shortly thereafter, they returned to the premises where they 
proceeded to inject the heroin. Although the witness did not 
gee any money exchanged, he did see appellant give the nar- 
cotics to these persons (J.A. 31). 

William P. Butler, a chemist employed by the Internal 
Revenue Service of the Treasury Department, testified that 
he had analyzed the capsules given him by Agent Coursey. 
Each of the capsules contained heroin which is a derivative of 
opium and a narcotic drug (Tr. 51-53). 

Government Exhibits 1, 1-A, 2 and 2-A were then received 
in evidence without objection by appellant (Tr. 57). Where- 
upon, the prosecution rested. A motion for judgment of ac- 
quittal was made by appellant. The motion was denied after 
argument by counsel (J.A. 32-37). 

Appellant Thomas E. Trent testified that he was then (at 
the time of the trial) incarcerated at the District of Columbia 
Jail serving a sentence of 180 days following a conviction for 
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“narcotics vagrancy” (J.A. 38). He admitted that he was an 
addict during June, 1959, and used “heroin about three times 
a day” (J.A. 38). He first met Agent Coursey during May, 
1959 (J.A. 40). Coursey was present when ‘appellant used 
narcotics (J.-A. 41). On June 14, 1959, Coursey told appellant 
that his (Coursey’s) girl was sick and asked appellant if he 
could get any narcotics for her (J-A. 42). Appellant pur- 
chased the narcotics and received $6.00 (J.A. 43). He kept 
two capsules for himself and placed the remaining two in 
Coursey’s car (J.A. 43). When Coursey could not find the 
capsules, appellant went to the car with Coursey and found 
them. On June 22, 1959, appellant received $9.00 from 
Dorothy Washington to purchase narcotics (J.A. 44). He 
purchased these narcotics from a “fellow” who was in his 
apartment at that time (J.A. 45). Agent Coursey was present 
when the conversation took place between appellant and Wash- 
ington (J.A. 45). Appellant denied that he ever sold narcotics. 
He testified that he purchased narcotics for Washington and 
Coursey but made no profit from the transactions (J.A. 47). 
Upon cross-examination, he admitted two convictions for petit 
larceny (J-A. 49). He had used narcotics since 1954 (J.A. 49) 
and during 1959 was taking six capsules a day (J.A. 50). 
During the month of June 1959, it was difficult to purchase 
narcotics because of certain arrests made at about that time 
(J.A. 54). Appellant purchased narcotics from certain indi- 
viduals but did not know their full names or addresses (J.-A. 
56). On June 14, 1959, Agent Coursey gave appellant $6.00 
to purchase narcotics (J.A. 57). Appellant was to purchase 
two capsules for Coursey and two for himself (J.A. 57). 
Thereafter, appellant placed the capsules in Coursey’s car (J.A. 
58). Prior to this sale, Agent Coursey told appellant that he 
(Coursey) was @ narcotic dealer from Richmond and that he 
wanted to buy narcotics so that he could sell them for a profit 
(J.A. 60). Appellant was unable to explain why Washington 
asked him (appellant) to purchase narcotics for her on June 
22, 1959, since she had her own source of supply (J.A. 61). 
On this date, appellant received $9.00 from Washington for 
the purchase of narcotics (J.A. 62). Appellant purchased the 
narcotics from a “fellow” who was then in his apartment 
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(J.-A: 62). He kept two capsules and gave the remaining four 
to Washington. Agent Coursey was present during this 
transaction (J.A. 62). . 

Delores Terry testified that she was living with appellant 
during June 1959 (J.A. 72). She was present when Coursey 
asked appellant to buy him some drugs and appellant refused 
(J.A. 72). Appellant frequently purchased drugs for the wit- 
ness (J.A. 73). Upon cross-examination she admitted that she 
gave appellant money to purchase narcotics as he had “con- 
nections” where to buy it (J.A. 75). She denied that she her- 
self had any sources of supply. She gave appellant some of the 
capsules for making the purchases (J.A. 75). 

Thomas Boland, an inmate of the District of Columbia 
Workhouse, testified that appellant told him that Agent Cour- 
sey “wanted him to get some st ” but appellant refused as 
“he didn’t know anything about the man” (J.A. 82). He knew 
appellant to be an addict (J.A. 83). Upon cross-examination, 
Boland stated that he has been using narcotics since 1955 (J.A. 
83). He admitted a prior conviction for possession and sale 
of narcotics (J.A. 83). 

John Bonaparte, a Metropolitan Police detective, testified 
that he arrested appellant during 1959 after receiving informa- 
tion that he was “peddling” narcotics (J.A. 88). Appellant was 
subsequently released. 

Dora Pauline Kelly, appellant’s grandmother, testified that 
she knew appellant to be a narcotic addict (J.A. 89). During 
April and May of 1959 appellant lived at the home of the wit- 
ness. The witness had a conversation with Dorothy Washing- 
ton on November 27, 1959. She received information that 
Washington was living at 1108 Columbia Road (J.A. 89). 

Thereafter, the prosecution and defense rested. Appellant 
renewed his motion for judgment of acquittal. This was denied 
after argument by counsel. The Court instructed the jury. 
A verdict of guilty as charged was returned. This appeal 
followed. 

STATUTES INVOLVED 


Title 21 U.S.C. § 174 provides: 
Same: penalty: evidence—Whoever fraudulently or 
knowingly imports or brings any narcotic drug into the 
5503483—60——2 
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United States or any territory under its control or juris- 
diction, contrary to law, or receives, conceals, buys, sells, 
or in any manner facilitates the transportation, conceal- 
ment, or sale of any such narcotic drug after being im- 
ported or brought in, knowing the same to have been im- 
ported or brought into the United States contrary to 
law, or conspires to commit any of such acts in viola- 
tion of the laws of the United States, shall be imprisoned 
not less than five or more than twenty years and, in ad- 
dition, may be fined not more than $20,000. For a sec- 
ond or subsequent offense (as determined under section 
7237(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954), the of- 
fender shall be imprisoned not less than ten or more than 
forty years and, in addition, may be fined not more than 
$20,000. 


Whenever on trial for violation of this subsection the 
defendant is shown to have or to have had possession 
of the narcotic drug, such possession shall be deemed 
sufficient evidence to authorize conviction unless the de- 
fendant explains the possession to the satisfaction of 


the jury. 

For provision relating to sentencing, probation, etc., 
see section 7237(d) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954. (As amended July 18, 1956, ch. 629, title I, § 105, 
70 Stat. 570.) 

Title 26 U.S.C. § 4704(a), provides: 

General requirements. It shall be unlawful for any 
person to purchase, sell, dispense, or distribute narcotic 
drugs except in the original stamped package or from 
the original stamped package; and the absence of ap- 
propriate tax paid stamps from narcotic drugs shall be 
prima facie evidence of a violation of this subsection 
by the person in whose possession the same may be 
found. “ 

Title 26 U.S.C. § 4705(a), provides: 


General requirements. It shall be unlawful for any 
person to sell, barter, exchange, or give away narcotic 
drugs except in pursuance of a written order of the 
person to whom such article is sold, bartered, exchanged, 
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or given, on a form to be issued in blank for that pur- 
pose by the Secretary or his delegate. 


SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 


I-+ 


It is well settled that unless it. can be decided as a matter of 
law, the issue of whether a defendant has been entrapped is 
for the jury as a part of its function of determining guilt or in- 
nocence. Entrapment occurs only when the criminal conduct 
was “the product of the creative activity” of law enforcement 
officials. Sorrells v. United States, 287 U.S. 435 (1982). Dur- 
ing the trial, the Government introduced substantial evidence 
that appellant was a person engaged in the illicit traffic of nar- 
cotics with a predisposition and criminal design to sell narcotics 
and who was merely awaiting the opportunity to do so. In the 
face of this, the defense was neither convincing nor persuasive. 
The District Court held that the issue of entrapment was to be 
submitted to the jury which it carefully and correctly instructed 
on this point. ae 

IL. 

During the trial, the Government did not call as a witness 
a “special employee”, one Dorothy Washington. It was under 
no obligation to call this witness. The Government sustained 
its burden when it presented sufficient evidence to establish ap- 
pellant’s guilt. Appellant was required to plead and prove his 
own defense and was responsible for the production in Court 
of witnesses necessary to do so. Nor was the Government 
under any obligation to look for the witness in the absence of 
any showing that she was made unavailable through its sug- 
gestion, procurement or negligence. 


ARGUMENT 
L. The facts do not establish entrapment as a matter of law, 


and the District Court correctly submitted this issue to the 
jury under proper instructions 


Appellant argues (Br. 16) that the evidence below, estab- 
lished as a matter of law, that the alleged criminal acts of 
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appellant were procured by. and the result of entrapment by 
government agents and therefore 2 directed verdict of acquittal 
should have been granted. Of course, it is well settled that 
unless it can be decided as a matter of law, the issue of whether 
a defendant has been entrapped is for the jury as part of its 
function of determining guilt or innocence. Sherman v. 
United States, 356 U.S. 369 (1958). Masciale v. United 
States, 356 U.S. 386 (1958). 

The guide lines for determining whether the actions of gov- 
ernment agents participating in the investigation of criminal 
activities constitute entrapment were definitely drawn in Sor- 
rells v. United States, 287 U.S. 435 (1935) and recently retraced 
by the Supreme Court in Sherman v. United States, supra. In 
Sorrells, the Court stated at page 441, 451: 

It is well settled that the fact that officers or em- 
ployees of the Government merely afford opportunities 
or facilities for the commission of the offense does not 
defeat the prosecution. Artifice and stratagem may be 
employed to catch those engaged in criminal enterprises. 
[Citations omitted.] The appropriate object of this 
permitted activity, frequently essential to the enforce- 
ment of the law, is to reveal criminal design ; to expose 
the illicit traffic, the prohibited publication, the fraudu- 
lent use of the mails, the illegal conspiracy, or other 
offenses, and thus to disclose the would-be violators of 
the law. A different question is presented when the 
criminal design originates with the officials of the Gov- 
ernment, and they implant in the mind of an innocent 
person the disposition to commit the alleged offense and 
induce its commission in order that they may prosecute. 
[287 US. at 441.] 

* * * In Newman v. United States [299 Fed. 128] 
the applicable principle was thus stated by Circuit 
Judge Woods: “It is well settled that decoys may be 
used to entrap criminals, and to present opportunity to 
one intending or willing to commit crime. But decoys 
are not permissible to ensnare the innocent and law 
abiding into the commission of crime. When the crimi- 
nal design originates, not with the accused, but is con- 
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ceived in the mind of the government officers, and the 
accused is by persuasion, deceitful representation, or 
inducement lured into the commission of a criminal act, 
the government is estopped by sound public policy from 
the prosecution therefore.” [Citation omitted.] 
To determine whether entrapment has been established, a 
line must be drawn between the trap for the unwary innocent 
and the trap for the unwary criminal. Sherman v. United 
States, supra, at 372. 

In returning a guilty verdict, the jury must have concluded 
that appellant was predisposed to engage in the illicit traffic 
of narcotics and was merely awaiting an opportunity to carry 
out such criminal activity. Abundant evidence in support of 
this conclusion was introduced by the Government at the trial. 
Agent Coursey testified that he had become acquainted with 
appellant about two weeks prior to the date of the first sale on 
June 14, 1959 (J.A. 16). During this period, he was in appel- 
lant’s company four or five times (J.A. 16) and saw him use 
narcotics on two or three occasions (J.A. 17). Prior to the 
consummation of the first sale, Agent Coursey attempted to 
purchase narcotics from appellant several times. Although 
appellant initially hesitated to sell narcotics, it is significant to 
note that the hesitation was based on the fact that appellant 
did not know Coursey or if he was a police officer (J.A. 8-9, 
19, 23). There were no flat refusals to the inquiries. One 
can only conclude that these were the replies of a “wary crimi- 
nal” and not those of “a person otherwise innocent.” 287 U.S. 
at 451. 

In addition, Coursey had seen appellant either sell or give 
away narcotics to a group of addicts (J.A. 31-32). Of course, 
it is unlawful to “sell * * * or give away” narcotics. 26 
US.C. § 4705(a). It is not necessary that the past offenses 
proved shall be precisely the same as that charged, provided 
they are near enough in kind to support an inference that his 
purpose included offenses of the sort charged.* Sullivan v. 


*Coursey’s testimony on this point was corroborated by defense witness 
Thomas Boland (J.A. 82). 

2 Coursey also testified that he had seen paraphernalia in appellant’s room 
which could be used for “breaking down” narcotics for resale (J.A. 23). 
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United States, 95 US. App. D.C. 78, 219 F. 2d 760 (1955). 
Thus, the evidence introduced by the government clearly 
shows that appellant was a person engaged in the illicit traffic 
of narcotics with a “predisposition and criminal design” to 
sell narcotics and was merely awaiting the arrival of an oppor- 
tunity to do so. Sorrells v. United States, supra, at 451. 

Nor did the evidence introduced by appellant support his 
contention that he was entrapped. Appellant admitted that 
he had been a narcotic addict since 1954 and that Agent Cour- 
sey had seen him use narcotics (J.A. 41). Although appellant 
admitted that the transactions testified to by Coursey had oc- 
curred, he maintained that he had procured the narcotics at 
the request of Coursey and Dorothy Washington (J.A. 41-43, 
45, 57-58). He admitted purchasing narcotics for one Delores 
Terry (J.A. 59). Terry testified that appellant had done this 
“frequently” (J.A.73). In addition, Detective John Bonaparte 
testified as a defense witness that the Metropolitan Police had 
received information that appellant was “peddling” narcotics 
(J.A. 88). When viewed in the light of the government’s evi- 
dence, the defense was neither convincing not persuasive. 

It is well settled that a motion for judgment of acquittal is 
to be denied where reasonable jurymen might conclude that the 
criminal design was not implanted in the mind of the defend- 
ant. Cratty v. United States, 82 U.S. App. D.C. 236, 163 F. 2d 
$44 (1947). The government's evidence negated entrapment 
as a matter of law. And it is questionable at best whether ap- 
pellant’s evidence arguably made out entrapment as a matter 
of law. Cf. Hunt v. United States, 103 US. App. D.C. 309, 258 
F. 2d 161 (1958), cert. denied, 358 US. 936. The District 
Court was manifestly correct in denying appellant’s motion. 

The Court held that the issue of entrapment was to be sub- 
mitted to the jury which it carefully and correctly instructed 
on this point; It was up to the jury to determine the entrap- 
ment issue upon the basis of the evidence it heard. Their ver- 
dict, indicating belief of the governments version of the trans- 
actions, is conclusive. Hunt v. United States, supra. 


*mhe charge to-the jury is not in issue in the instant appeal. 
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IL. The Government was under no obligation to present any 
particular witness; it sustained its burden when it pre- 
sented sufficient evidence establishing appellant’s guilt 


Appellant argues (Br. 29) that “the failure of the govern- 
ment to present its ‘special employee,’ Dorothy Washington, 
at the trial, or to otherwise make her testimony available to 
the appellant, prejudiced him in the presentation of his defense 
and precluded a just and fair determination by the jury.” But 
appellant concedes at the outset of his argument that the gov- 
ernment did not “actively” suppress Washington’s testimony. 

This Court has held that it is not error for the Government 
to fail to put on the stand a witness, not deemed necessary to 
its case, who might conceivably have given testimony favorable 
to a defendant. “It is for the defendant to make his own de- 
fense.” Deaver v. United States, 81 US. App. D.C. 148, 155 F. 
2d 740 (1946), cert. denied, 329 U.S. 766. The Government sus- 
tains its burden when it presents evidence sufficient to estab- 
lish the guilt of the accused. Morton v. United States, 79 U.S. 
App. D.C. 329, 147 F. 2d 28 (1945), cert. denied, 324 U.S. 875. 
The Government was under no obligation to call Washington 
as a witness. And the Government’s case was unimpaired, 
measured by the standards of substantial evidence, despite the 
absence of this witness. Cf. United States v. Lessaris, 221 F. 2d 
211 (7th Cir. 1955). See also United States v. Davis, 262 F. 2d 
871 (7th Cir. 1959). Cf. Masciale v. United States, 356 U.S. 
386 (1958).* 


“The factual situation in the instant case is analogous to that in Masciale. 
In that case, the defendant was introduced to Government Agent Marshall 
by a government informer, one Kowel. Although defendant had known 
Kowel for four years, he was unaware of his undercover activities. Mar- 
shall was introduced as a big narcotics buyer. There followed a conversa- 
tion about Marshall’s interest in purchasing narcotics. During the follow- 
ing six weeks, Marshall and the defendant met or spoke with each other 
at least ten times; the defendant kept telling Marshall that he was trying 
‘to make his contact but was having trouble doing so. Finally, the defend- 
ant introduced Marshall to one Siefert, who sold some heroin to Marshall. 
At the trial, Kowel was not called as a witness. The defendant testified 
that Kowel engaged in a campaign to persuade him to sell narcotics by 
using the lure of easy income. He argued that his undisputed testimony 
explained why he was willing to deal with Marshall and so established 
entrapment as a matter of law. The Supreme Court held that his testimony 
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The principle defense to the charges was that appellant was 
entrapped. It is settled that appellant was required to plead 
and prove his own case and was responsible for the production 
in Court of witnesses necessary to do so. Thomas v. United 
States, 81 U.S. App. D.C. 314, 158 F. 2d 97 (1946), cert. denied, 
331 U.S. 822. The record discloses that appellant did make a 
pre-trial motion for the issuance of a subpoena for Washing- 
ton= The United States Marshal’s returns of service indicate 
that they were unable to contact her on November 11, 1959, 
and that apparently on November 23, 1959, they were in- 
formed that she has moved from 1722 U Street (J.A. 5, 6). 
The record does not show that appellant attempted to ascer- 
tain Washington’s whereabouts from the Federal Bureau of 
Narcotics prior to trial. Nor does the record indicate that 
appellant requested a continuance of the trial in order to locate 
the witness. Instead, he elected to proceed without her.” 

During the trial, Agent Coursey testified as the only govern- 
ment witness concerning the charges in the indictment. Dur- 
ing cross-examination, appellant made no attempt to ascertain 
the whereabouts of Washington or whether she was still a spe- 
cial employee of the Federal Bureau of Narcotics. Coursey 
testified that he had used Washington “under the direction” 


alone could not have this effect and that while he presented enough evidence 
for the jury to consider, they were entitled to disbelieve him in regard to 
Kowel and so find for the Government on the issue of guilt. 

* In this respect, the case is clearly distinguishable from Roviaro v. United 
States, 353 U.S. 53 (1957). 

“There is no showing that Washington’s whereabouts were known to the 
Bureau or that she was still a “special employee.” In this appeal, appellant 
asserts only that it is “fair to assume that she was readily available to the 
government and could have been presented by them” (Br. 34). But it is 
equally fair to assume that having been exposed, Washington’s value as an 
informer was over and that she was no longer a “special employee.” 

‘This election was made notwithstanding the fact that Washington had 
visited appellant’s grandmother two weeks prior to the trial and had dis- 
cussed the case and her participation as an “informer” (J.A. 33). During 
her testimony at the trial, appellant’s grandmother stated that she had 
received information that Washington was living at 1108 Columbia Road 
(J.A. 89). No attempt was made to subpoena Washington at this address. 
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of Agents Thompson, Cockerille and Wilson (J.A. 17). Ap- 
pellant did not subpoena any of these agents.° 

It is significant to note that appellant has never made & 
proffer of proof that Washington’s testimony would have 
helped him. Cf. Robinson v. United States, 76 U.S. App. D.C. 
29, 128 F. 2d 322 (1942). He did not make such an assertion 
during the trial nor does he so contend in the instant appeal. 
Indeed, were appellant now able to make such a proffer, the 
proper procedure would appear to be the filing of a motion for 
a new trial in the District Court. See Thompson v. United 
States, 88 U.S. App. D.C. 235, 188 F. 2d 652 (1951). One can 
only speculate whether appellant would have called Washing- 
ton as a witness had she been present at the trial. 

Here, the Government clearly sustained its burden of pre- 
senting evidence sufficient to establish the appellant’s guilt. 
Morton v. United States, supra. It was under no obligation 
to present Washington asa witness. Nor was the Government 
under any obligation to look for the witness in the absence of 
a showing that the witness was made unavailable through the 
suggestion, procurement, or negligence of the appellee. Fer- 
rari v. United States, 244 F. 2d 132, 141 (9th Cir. 1957), cert. 
denied, 355 US. 873. 

CONCLUSION 


Wherefore, it is respectfully submitted the judgment of the 
District Court be affirmed. 
Otrver GascH, 
United States Attorney. 
Cart W. BELCHER, 
Donatp S. Surrs, 
Assistant United States Attorneys. 


* Although Agent Thompson was not called as a witness, the record would 
seem to indicate he was present at the trial since a subpoena had been 
served on him. 
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